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Preface
Finally, this is it, my bachelor thesis. After a slow and tough start with many different ideas of a
topic for my research, I finally got underway with ‘Transnistria’ after over a month. Maybe this
word or term does not immediately ring a bell as it actually is the name of a break-away region in
Moldova. Not a very obvious choice for a bachelor thesis, but apparently I have an interest in the
relatively unknown. After having some discussions with my mentor about how this research could
be conducted I discovered a lot of new things about state-independence, East Europe,
unrecognized states, the European Union, orientalism, the dilemma of EU-enlargement,
postcolonialism, the former Soviet Union, state borders, the European Neighbourhood Policy,
Moldova, the Cold War, EU’s borderland and Transnistria, just to name a few. I certainly have had
a very instructive and pleasant period while doing this research and writing this thesis. This was
only possible with the professional and academic guidance from my mentor, Dr. Olivier T.
Kramsch. Also the support from my girlfriend, parents and friends cannot pass without being
mentioned. Thank you all!
For now, I wish you a pleasant reading.

Nijmegen, August 14th 2013,
Niek van Enckevort
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Summary
Transnistria is a reasonable unknown and questionable region on the borderland of the European
Union. Officially this region is part of the Republic of Moldova, but after an armed conflict in 1992
this region declared itself an independent state. However, it has not been recognized by any other
country in the world. Because its status remains entirely unclear it seems like illegal activities have
a free rein which resulted in Transnistria being accused of various crimes such as smuggling,
money laundering and weapons trafficking (Sanchez, 2009). For the EU, this is an interesting and
important issue as Moldova is a neighbouring country and is taken into account in the European
Neighbourhood Policy (ENP). This EU-policy was created in 2004 after the EU-enlargement and
because this changed the external borders of the EU drastically, the European Commission felt it
was necessary to have a policy that was focussed primarily on external relations with
neighbouring countries. The objective of the ENP is as follows; ‘avoiding the emergence of new
dividing lines between the enlarged EU and our neighbours and instead strengthening the
prosperity, stability and security of all’ (website ENP, 2013). It seems like the ENP is an ideal
framework for the EU to intervene with in Moldova where the Transnistria-conflict is still rolling
on.
To be able to get hold on the ENP it will be approached with the postcolonial theory. But first, it is
important to get to know more about Eastern Europe, as this will be approached with the concept
of orientalism. Eastern Europe is seen by the EU as an ‘other’, which is highly influenced by the
historical background that Eastern Europe was part of the former Soviet Union. Because ‘we’ (the
EU), saw the Soviet Union as an enemy during the Cold War, it was very hard to have a positive
image of the former Soviet Republics, such as Moldova, after the Soviet Union fell apart in 1991.
As these former Soviet Republics were eager to transform into democratic states with a capitalist
economic system, the EU started to dominate, restructure and have authority over this eastern
orient. As a result of this, the EU enlarged eastwards with the admission of ten eastern European
countries as EU-member states in 2004. After that, the ENP came into force. As this policy is
approached with the postcolonial theory, which has many different contexts, it is necessary to
explain that in this thesis postcolonialism stands for extending ones political, economic and
cultural power over an ‘other’. As regards to postcolonialism, it is interesting to see if and how the
EU is making these Eastern European countries postcolonial by extending its political, economic
and cultural ‘power’ over them with the use of the ENP framework.
The objective of the ENP is actually to make a ring of friends on EU’s external borderland. A more
stable and secure neighbourhood is obviously a plus for both sides; the EU and the neighbouring
countries. In order to become more stable and secure, the neighbouring countries have to adapt
to ‘European’ values. If they are willing to adapt they will only get (financial) support from the EU,
as the ENP excludes any promise to these countries of becoming a member state of the EU.
Basically, this policy tells the neighbouring countries of the EU how to become more European,
while at the same time they are excluded from EU-membership. According to various academic
authors (e.g. Smith, v. Houtum, Agnew) the ENP is an answer of the EU to its unwillingness to
enlarge any further. Instead of enlarging with new member states, the EU is making a buffer zone
that exists out of neighbouring countries that are eager to transform their values into ‘European’
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ones. By strengthening its external border, the EU protects its own economic and political space,
but it also isolates itself further from the rest of the world. Therefore, this buffer zone should be
regarded as a bridge between the EU and their neighbours in which the ENP is the actual
framework to be able to collaborate together. In consultation with the EU, a neighbouring country
defines a set of priorities which will be translated into an Action Plan. This plan covers a number
of key areas that need specific action and consist of ‘... political dialogue and reform; trade and
measures preparing partners for gradually obtaining a stake in the EU’s Internal Market; justice
and home affairs; energy, transport, information society, environment and research and
innovation; and social policy and people-to-people contacts’ (Communication form the
Commission, 2004, 373, p. 3). The ENP further comprises of Strategy Papers, Country Reports,
Progress Reports, European Commission assistance programming documents and other relevant
Commission documents. According to some academic authors, the ENP has a ‘differentiation of
interest’. Boedeltje and van Houtum (2011) for instance state that the approach of the ENP
towards Tunisia was very different from the approach it had towards Russia. Smith (2005) showed
that there are actually two dimensions within the ENP; an eastern and a southern one. The
eastern countries are (reluctantly) seen as potential future member state candidates while the
southern countries are not suitable at all to be potential future member state candidates. To see
how the ENP is applied, the policy towards Moldova is analysed.
According to the ENP Progress Reports, Moldova acts as a good friend. It has made several
developments that are in line with the Action Plan as there was progress on almost all areas. In
the priorities list for Moldova, the first priority is; sustained efforts towards a viable solution to
the Transnistria conflict. This shows that the solution of this conflict is very important for the EU.
But the resolving of this conflict will not be easy at all. Namely, the historical background of this
region shows that there always has been a separation between Transnistria and Bessarabia
(contains the region of the current Moldova without Transnistria). Bessarabia has historical
connections with Romania, while Transnistria has these connections with Russia and Ukraine.
Furthermore, in the Soviet period, Bessarabia was transformed into a centre for agriculture while
Transnistria became an important centre for heavy industries. This influenced the financial
position of both regions as Transnistria became financially strong, and thus important, while
Bessarabia remained poor. The already longer lasting conflict between Transnistria and
Bessarabia escalated into an armed conflict in 1992, just after the Soviet Union fell apart. The
ethnic Moldovans (Bessarabia) wanted an independent state which was directed to the west,
while the people in Transnistria wanted to retain close links with Russia and Ukraine. With the
support of Russian troops that were already stationed in Transnistria, the Transnistrian people
were able to break-away from the Republic of Moldova and form their unrecognized Transnistrian
Moldovan Republic.
With the political, economic and military support from Russia, Transnistria has been able to hold
on to this unrecognized status for more than 20 years. As the theoretical status of Transnistria is
actually one of non-existent, the practical situation gives a very unsafe and unstable image.
According to several sources, Transnistria is guilty of arms trafficking and the illegal production of
weaponry in their heavy industrial complexes. This makes it very obvious why the EU wants to
have a solution for this conflict, as the current situation brings a lot of insecurity and instability to
EU’s neighbourhood. The economic perspective is another good reason for the EU to come to a
8

solution in Transnistria, because most of the industrial structure of Moldova and some important
power plants are located on Transnistria’s territory. The ever existing struggle with Russia on
being more influential is also a good reason to come to a solution.
In the Transnistria-case it becomes evident that the ENP cannot be considered postcolonial. As
referred to in this thesis, postcolonialism has a deeper impact on the ‘other’ and is used for
extending ones political, economic and cultural power of the ‘other’. This is not the case with the
ENP, as in my opinion, this policy only leads to a more superficial influence. The most important
cause of this is that the ENP lacks the guarantee for the neighbouring countries to become an EUmember state which will ease the willingness to become ‘European’. In the Transnistria situation
in particular it becomes clearer that the ENP cannot be considered as postcolonial as it has not
had much influence on the conflict up till now. At the end of 2011 it seemed that Transnistria’s
attitude towards the EU changed in favour of the EU, because a new president (Shevchuk) was
elected. He succeeded former president Smirnov, who had been ruling Transnistria from 1991 till
2011. After Shevchuk had made some decisions that showed Transnistria was moving more
towards the EU, Russia sent in a Russian Special Representative for Transnistria. From then on, all
Shevchuk’s foreign policy was directed at Russia again. This shows how much influence Russia has
in this region and it is quite logical of you consider Transnistria is fully dependent on Russia;
economically, politically and of course military wise. In this regard, Russia’s foreign policy towards
Transnistria can be considered as postcolonial.
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1. Introduction
In this first chapter, I will talk about why I wanted to write this thesis with the topic of a
reasonable unknown and questionable region on European Union’s borderland. Furthermore I will
outlay the goal of this research with the main research question, which is divided in smaller
research questions. I will also show the relevance of this research in both academic and social
perspective. In the thesis outline, I will describe which subject is described and treated in which
part of this thesis.
1.1 Framework
I am living my life in Europe. As a native student from the Netherlands I am allowed to travel and
go almost everywhere in the world. Off course there are some places I rather would not want to
visit or simply cannot visit at all because it is not safe, like war zones or areas with extreme
circumstances in which only the best trained marine forces can survive. Every other place is within
my reach to visit, if that would be as a tourist. Would I have been a certain political figure, this
would become already more difficult. And if I listened to my own morale, there would be other
countries too that I would not want to visit because, for example, a certain totalitarian regime is
ruling in those countries.
Living and growing up in the Netherlands has been a very peaceful, free and natural experience
up till now and I think this is partially due to the fact I am a citizen of the European Union. As a
‘normal’ EU-citizen, this means you are recognised as a people (the Dutch, further divided in
Limburgers, Brabanders, Amsterdammers, etcetera), that you have some certainty (economic and
social) and that you are living in a structured world. In my opinion, the simplest explanation of the
EU is that it is like a classroom; the member states are the classmates and Brussels is the teacher.
Some classmates get on with each other really well, others less. When there is a problem, the
teacher will come in to solve it. Every classmate has another background because it is coming
from a different family, which is a metaphor for the national identity every ‘classmate’ has. Being
part of that classroom brings stability and security and makes it able to learn from other
classmates. People outside the classroom may look up to you and think, I want to be part of this
too, or the classroom tries to have influence on people outside to keep everything safe and
sound. I have got this image of the EU because I have grown up not knowing better as being part
of the EU. Maybe that is the reason why I want to explore with this bachelor thesis how it is if you
are not part of the EU, how it is if you are not recognised as a people and how the EU is protecting
its classroom by influencing the outsiders.
The way and degree of influence the EU has on East Europe has been and still is an interesting
geopolitical issue especially after the fall of the Soviet Union, now 22 years ago, in 1991. The
Soviet Union existed out of 15 Union Republics who were ruled by the central communist
government which was based in Moscow, the capital of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(USSR). From upon its foundation until its downturn and after, these communist states have been
the contrary of the ‘western world’, which at this point will be defined as the opposite ‘capitalist’.
This contrast is thus made up out of the historical type of regime; on one hand the communist
(East-Europe) and on the other hand capitalist (West-Europe). By adding ‘east’ to communist and
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‘west’ to capitalist this research can already become controversial, because almost no-one has the
same vision about ‘East-Europe’, let alone ‘Europe’. This is the same with how people nowadays
see the EU as it is somewhere, while it can be argued that the EU is merely a political institution.
According to T. Diez;
‘There are two complications here. First, while the European Union is often simply
referred to as ‘Europe’ (as ‘something’), and taken to represent a ‘European’ perspective,
its membership hardly comprises what most people would describe as Europe (as
‘somewhere’; see Walker [2000, 17]). Switzerland is the most obvious case outside the
EU, but one could also list Norway, most parts of former Yugoslavia, and a number of
Easter European states, including Russia. Second, the very notion of ‘Europe’ is contested.
It is contested in geographical as well as cultural terms. Take the case of Russia:
geographically, many would see Europe end at the Urals, but these not only run straight
through Russia, they are also a border drawn in particular historical circumstances, and by
no means ‘natural’. Culturally, Christian Orthodoxy, despite its common roots, has often
been constructed as ‘Eastern’ (European) and alien to a ‘Western’ (European) tradition,
introducing a substantial divide that makes the meaning of the very notion of ‘Europe’
contestable. When we talk about ‘Europe’, we therefore probably mean different
Europes’ (2004, p. 320).
We can understand and agree the differences between the types of regime, and it is not difficult
to put the label ‘communist’ on a certain geographical space, but is this right? The communist
‘empire’ fell down in 1991, but nowadays people from West-Europe are still referring to Russia or
one of the other former Soviet republics as ‘communist’, or at least treat them as something
‘other’. In this respect Edward Said’s theory of Orientalism is used, and further elaboration on this
can be found in paragraph 2.1.
But how can we, EU-citizens, see these eastern European countries as an ‘other’, when you
consider the EU included some of these countries already as members and other eastern
countries are seen as neighbours, for whom a special policy was set up. This policy, the ENP, was
set up in 2004, when 10 new (eastern) members were welcomed to the EU. This resulted in a
huge shift of the external border, which had effects on those countries who then suddenly found
themselves on the EU boundary. The European Commission also thought of this and therefore set
up the ENP ‘… with the objective of avoiding the emergence of new dividing lines between the
enlarged EU and our neighbours and instead strengthening the prosperity, stability and security of
all. It is based on the values of democracy, rule of law and respect of human rights.’ (Website EU,
2013). In contrary with earlier foreign affairs policies of the EU, in which non-member countries
had regular multilateral meetings at high levels on political issues and frameworks of consultation
were set up, the ENP is concentrated on a bilateral approach which are based on decision-making
frameworks. As K. E. Smith states, ‘The ENP concentrates on developing bilateral relations
between the EU and individual countries, in an attempt to influence their internal and external
policies’ (2005, p. 762). In this thesis the ENP will be the framework that will be looked upon as
the instrument through which the EU has possible influence on East Europe.
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Because this bachelor thesis is written in a relative short period, I think it is necessary to scale
down to a certain area in East Europe. Therefore I select the case of border region Transnistria in
Moldova as the geographical core. This is a very strange and unfamiliar region, as this region is a
self-declared independent state in the Republic of Moldova since 1992, while it is not recognised
by any country in the rest of the world. Nevertheless it still exists and according to V. Korobov and
G. Byanov, ‘Transnistria is in effect an indicator of whether the collapse of the USSR has already
ended, or whether a geopolitical repartition of its former territory is still possible’ (2006, p. 517).
People have been living in this region for years and since 1992 they are actually living in a nomans-land, which has its own currency, own government and other characteristics that belong to
a recognized state.
Transnistria can be compared to other regions in the former USSR with a controversial status,
such as Abkhazia and South Ossetia (in which a military conflict arose in august 2008), but there
are important differences. After the military conflict in South Ossetia in 2008, Russia declared
they recognised South Ossetia and Abkhazia as independent states, while they still do not
recognise Transnistria as an independent state. The geographical location is another important
difference, as both Abkhazia and South Ossetia border Russia, while Transnistria is located in the
Republic of Moldova and is therefore separated from the Russian border by Ukraine.
In the meanwhile, the territorial status of Transnistria remains entirely unclear, and resulted in
the fact that Transnistria ‘… has been accused by different organizations of a variety of crimes
including money laundering, smuggling as well as, allegedly, weapons trafficking’ (W. A. Sanchez,
2009, p. 154). Considering this region is on the external borderlands of the EU makes it very
interesting to have a look on how the EU is ‘strengthening the prosperity, stability and security of
all’ the countries in the EU and its neighbourhood. To be able to do a research on this, I will
concentrate on the security issue concerning the Russian militarization in this region. There is an
interesting reason for the stationing of Russian troops in Transnistria and in my opinion it is a
crucial factor to why this ‘frozen conflict’ has not been solved yet. As a lot has already been
written about the illegal and criminal activities that allegedly take place in the Transnistria region,
this thesis will focus on illegal arms trafficking in this region. For criminal minds, this region looks
as a perfect route for their activities to go from inside the EU (Moldova is neighbouring the EU
member state Romania) to the outside and vice-versa. I am calling these border crossings already
illegal activities, but maybe that is solely due to the fact that these activities are probably not
according to ‘European’ standards. I will explain more on the region and why it has become a
European issue in chapter 6.
1.2 Research goal
As the influence of the EU on foreign grounds is already much discussed by analysing EU-actions
and EU-policies, I want to adjust this on a certain region which I think is very interesting just by its
territorial status. With this bachelor thesis I thus want to develop knowledge about how the EU
has or tries to have influence on the Russian militarization in the Transnistria region with its ENP
and how the EU tries to strengthen the security in this region in particular. I will do this by
connecting the postcolonial theory (in Eastern Europe) with the literature available about
Transnistria and with the literature available on the ENP’s eastern approach.
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1.3 Research questions
The main research question is as follows:
How is the EU trying to have postcolonial influence on the Russian militarization in
Transnistria with the ENP?
The next sub questions are supporting the main research question:
- What is postcolonialism and which approach is applicable in this research?
- Why was the ENP set up and how is it used to be influential on neighbouring countries?
- What is Transnistria and why is there an issue about Russian militarization?
- What has been the influence of the ENP on the Moldova-Transnistria question since its
application?
1.4 Relevance
The EU has become a much discussed issue in the last few years. In my opinion, this has had a lot
to do with the financial crisis which rose in 2008 and immediately put people to think about
someone or something to blame for. After pointing justly to the financial sector, I get the feeling
that the normal EU citizen is getting incited to point to the EU as the mastermind behind all the
budget cuts in the member states as the financial crisis is still rolling on. At least in the
Netherlands, some political parties are more focussed on the national ideology and less and less
on the European feeling as a union. It seems the EU is facing more and more challenges in
increasingly different aspects, but probably that is the consequence of such a supranational state.
I get the feeling there is an increasing dissension among member states and their citizens as
regards to further enlargement of the EU. Some say the EU has become to big already with too
many member states, while others suggest that enlarging is the only way forward. In any case,
this thesis will concentrate on the possible further enlargement of the EU, focussing on how the
EU attempts to regulate this. The ENP is in fact the most important element in this, as this is the
central policy for neighbouring countries, who are the most likely candidates for EU-membership
in the, possibly distant future. The practical relevance of this research can be found in how the EU
handles the enlargement question and tries to figure out why the EU acts this way.
The postcolonial theory will be used to look upon the ENP. In an attempt to categorize the
neighbourhood policy, I will approach it through a postcolonial lens. While doing this, I want to
understand this theory better and make it better understandable in the broad sense. Another
important aspect for the academic relevance of this thesis is the possible contribution of new
insights on the postcolonial theory that can be produced. I think coming to new insights on
postcolonialism will be an inevitable thing and hopefully this can lead to actual contribution to the
further development of the postcolonial theory.
1.5 Thesis outline
In the second chapter I give an overview of the three theoretical elements this thesis consists of.
There is also a short introduction on Transnistria and the last paragraph shows the conceptual
model which is used for this theoretical research. Chapter 3 elaborates on the research strategy,
which shows what is done and how this is done in order to be able to do this research. The fourth
chapter handles orientalism and postcolonialism from the broadest sense up to how these
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theoretical aspects are applicable on Eastern Europe. Also the definition of postcolonialism as it is
referred to in this thesis is given. Chapter 5 gives an overview of the ENP in general and explains
why this policy was created. Paragraph 5.2 shows what already has been written about the ENP
and how academic authors think about this policy. The third paragraph of this chapter shows how
the ENP is applied in Moldova. Chapter 6 is dedicated to the empirical section of this thesis as it
shows how Transnistria originated, how it came to an armed conflict between Moldova and
Transnistria and how this region has developed ever since. The second paragraph shows why
Russia was supporting Transnistria in the armed conflict and why this region is a security risk for
the EU. The third paragraph gives arguments to why the EU wants this frozen conflict to be
solved. In the seventh and last chapter, this research comes to a conclusion. The answer on the
main research question is given as there are also other relevant remarks shared on the
Transnistria-case. To finalize this thesis, the third paragraph gives a reflection on the research
process.
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2. Theoretical framework – Who is the ‘Other’?
In this theoretical chapter, the concepts of Orientalism and postcolonialism will be treated in an
exploratory way in order to get a first impression on the general meaning of these concepts as
well as how these concepts can be applicable in Eastern Europe. Paragraph 2.3 will give a first
impression on the ENP and the fourth paragraph is an introduction on the Transnistria-case. The
last paragraph will give an insight on the conceptual model.
2.1 Orientalism
With the term ‘other’ I refer to famous geographical thinker and author Edward Said, who wrote
the book Orientalism (1978), in which he stated that;
‘Orientalism is a style of thought based upon an ontological and epistemological
distinction between “the Orient” and (most of the time) “the Occident”. Thus a very large
mass of writers, among whom are poets, novelists, philosophers, political theorists,
economists, and imperial administrators, have accepted the basic distinction between
East and West as the starting point for elaborate theories, epics, novels, social
descriptions, and political accounts concerning the Orient, its people, customs, “mind”,
destiny, and so on’ (1978, p. 2-3).
In his book, Said, states that there is a basic distinction between East and West and that this
distinction is of influence on policy making in the West. However, Said is clear about the fact that
Orientalism is rather vague and can have different meanings. In this thesis I will focus on
‘Orientalism as a Western style for dominating, restructuring, and having authority over the
Orient.’ (1978, p. 3).
In this thesis I will focus on East-Europe, and therefore it is important to find out how we (WestEurope in the form of the EU) see East-Europe as the other. M. Kuus (2004) has been writing a lot
about this topic and also uses the terms ‘postcoloniality’ and ‘postcolonial theory’ which are
further explained by J. D. Sidaway (2000) and are important for this thesis. M. Kuus writes about
East Europe in the context of EU and NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organization) enlargement
towards Eastern Europe and states that:
‘… even though EU and NATO enlargement processes have undermined the cold war era
division of Europe into two, they have simultaneously fuelled a threefold division of the
continent into the European core, the Central European applicants not yet fully European
but in tune with the European project, and an eastern periphery effectively excluded from
membership’ (2004, p. 475).
According to Kuus, ‘we’, the European core, see Eastern Europe in a two way separation;
countries who have high degrees of Europeanness and countries who have a high degree of
Eastness (2004, p. 475). Kuus wrote that East-Central European countries think they are behind
Europe and are aspiring to become European and stated: ‘In transition or ‘return to Europe’
accounts of EU enlargement, the feeble Eastern Europe is making a transition to the West while
being coached by the West.’ (2004, p. 476). Precisely this statement, that Eastern Europe is being
coached by the West in the transition to the West, is of great importance to this bachelor thesis,
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because this includes the way and degree of influence the EU has on Eastern Europe. Another way
of thinking is therefore needed as Kuus also stated that: ‘It is readily acknowledged that Soviet
influence was a kind of colonialism, but there is much less willingness to examine Western policies
toward East-Central Europe in terms of postcoloniality’ (2004, p. 475). In this thesis I will do what
Kuus indicates, by examining the Western policies, in the form of the ENP, towards East-Central
Europe, in the form of the Transnistria region, in terms of postcoloniality.
In Eastern Europe there ought to be a desire to become more Europeanness:
‘Ingrao (1999) points out that indentity narratives in virtually all Eastern European states
frame the eastern border of that particular state as the eastern border of Europe. By
emphasizing their European credentials, the accession countries seek to shift the
discursive border between Europe and Eastern Europe further east and to thereby move
themselves into Europe’ (Kuus, 2004, p. 479).
This practice is described by M. Bakic-Hayden as ‘nesting orientalism’, which prescribes there is a
certain gradation between Europe on one hand, and East on the other hand. Within this
gradation, central Europe is closer to Europe than central-east Europe, and so on (Kuus, 2004, p.
479).
2.2 Postcolonialism
J. D. Sidaway (2000) described three different postcolonial conditions, he subdivided ‘1:
Colonialisms, quasi-colonialisms, neocolonialisms. 2: Internal colonialisms. 3: Break-away settler
colonialism’. The first postcolonial condition applies to Transnistria through a Soviet perspective,
as Sidaway states:
‘… a feature that is particularly evident in the non-Russian territories of the former USSR,
but which is also paradigmatic (though to enormously variable degrees) for other
postcolonial states, deserves further comment. This concerns the way that the (imperial)
processes of the USSR were constitutive of nationalities – and of those broader
apparatuses of governance which were destined to become the post-Soviet states. In the
USSR this took a particular format, through the ‘Leninist’ nationalities policy and Stalin’s
highly arbitrary application of it’ (2000, p. 597-598).
In this way, Moldova can be seen as a former colony of the former Soviet Union and is overflowed
with Eastness. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, Moldova chose for a democratic regime,
which made it look more European, more Western (at least for Russia and other, more eastern
countries). In this respect, Kuus noted the following:
‘… Eastern Europe was not formally colonized by West European powers. Quite the
contrary, the Russian empire was itself a colonial power. A number of commentators view
the collapse of the Soviet Union in terms of imperial decline, and frame the contemporary
transformations in East-Central Europe in terms of decolonization’ (2004, p. 482).
I want to research how Eastern Europe is accompanied by the ‘West’ (i.e. the European Union)
and, therefore, is colonized by the EU. Kuus already stated this as follows: ‘Today, the power to
frame East-Central Europe in a particular way and make that framing stick lies not with Russia but
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with Western institutions, and it is this Western influence that I approach in terms of postcolonial
theory’ (2004, p. 483).
Then the next question can be asked; why does the EU have to have influence on Transnistria?
According to W. A. Sanchez this is because of: ‘… Transnistria is a security issue for Europe due to
the organized crime that occurs, including on-going human right violations ...’(2009, p. 168).
2.3 European Neighbourhood Policy
There has been written a lot about the European Neighbourhood Policy since 2004. Authors and
academic thinkers see it as the halt to further expansion of the EU (F. Boedeltje & H. van Houtum,
2011). Also the concept of a ring of friends is largely supported by authors and thinkers, in which
it is stated that the EU wants to influence its neighbours in such a way they create a security zone
around the EU in terms of border security (illegal migration and illegal trade into the EU).
Boedeltje and van Houtum see ‘the Europeanisation of the continent’s periphery’ (2011) as the
essence of the neighbourhood policy. I think it is difficult to say the ENP has a certain purpose,
because it has uncountable purposes, goals and effects on geographical, political, social, and
economic issues. It is also a dynamic framework which responds to the contemporary needs in
the European neighbourhood up to the height it is (political, economic, and so on) possible. Over
time things have changed since the ENP was first initiated, as O. T. Kramsch stated:
‘Recent EU policy documents reveal an important shift in thinking since the
implementation of ENP operational programmes two years ago. Whereas at the outset
ENP’s mission was defined by the purported need to “to avoid drawing new dividing lines
in Europe” in the wake of eastward enlargement, recent opinions and statements from
the Commission and parliamentary committees reveal a sense that these “dividing lines”
are more persistent and entrenched features of the macro-geopolitical landscape than
had been initially foreseen’ (2011, p. 194).
In the thesis I will elaborate further on how the ENP is seen, especially towards its Eastern
neighbourhood.
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2.4 Eastern Europe – Transnistria
Transnistria is an interesting and peculiar ‘region’ on the EU-borderland, and is part of the
Republic of Moldova (in the way ‘we’ see it) which makes it a neighbour of the EU. In English, its
name is also written as Trans-Dniestr
(region), which means ‘Land on the
Nistru River’ and points directly to its
geographical position. The Nistru River
functions as the border between the
Republic of Moldova and the selfdeclared independent state
Transnistria as its eastern border and
the western border of Transnistria is
with Ukraine. On image 2.1 the
topographical position can be seen.

Image 2.1 Geographical position Transnistria. Source:
http://travelro.wordpress.com/category/tiraspol-transnistria/ )

There was a brief war between Moldova and Transnistria in 1992, which resulted in a declaration
of independence from the side of Transnistria when they had won the war. This independence
however, has not been recognized by any other state in the world. With the presence of Russian
military in Transnistria (although Russia has not recognized Transnistria as an official state either),
this illegitimate state is maintained on EU’s external borderland. A fundamental cause for this
situation can be found in historical events, that show two historical parallels; on one hand
Transnistria and on the other hand Bessarabia (Moldova). To explain this, I will cite N. Cojocaru
(2006), who wrote:
‘In order to understand the social roots behind the conflict, a useful point of departure is
the psycho-historical perspective concerning the most important events triggering the
social tension in this territory. Since its declaration of independence, the Republic of
Moldova has been confronted with the same inter-ethnic problems that other former
Soviet republics are facing, but Moldova’s history places it in a unique situation’. Thus,
inter-ethnic problems lay at the basis of how the situation is today. These ethnic problems
are caused by the fact that, ‘Historically, these two parts of the former Moldovan SSR,
Bessarabia and Transnistria, have differing histories up to the 1940s’ (Cojocaru, 2006).
How have these differing histories formed this region as it is nowadays? And what is the reason
behind EU’s interest (ENP) and Russia’s interest (militarization)? How is it possible that
Transnistria is not recognized as a state, but is functioning as one? What does it mean for the EU
that there is a ‘ghost’-state in its neighbourhood? These and some other questions about
Transnistria will be answered in the chapter about Transnistria (chapter 6).
21

2.5 Conceptual model
The model below shows how this research can be seen in conceptual terms;

In short, the research consists of connecting the postcolonial theory (in Eastern Europe) with the
literature available on the ENP’s eastern approach and with the literature available on
Transnistria. With postcolonialism, there will also be a take on Orientalism in Eastern Europe. The
three basic elements will give an indication on how the EU has possible influence of the ENP on
the Transnistria conflict.
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3. Research Strategy
In order to get a complete insight on all the mentioned above, a large literature study will be done
on the first part of the thesis. As already explained, the thesis will exist roughly out of four parts;
Orientalism and the postcolonial theory approach towards Eastern Europe, the literature about
the ENP (EU’s perspective and critical literature), the case Transnistria and finally the conclusion
about the influence the EU has in Transnistria via its ENP, seen through a postcolonial lens. The
first two parts will exist entirely out of literature study. The section on Transnistria, the empirical
part, exists mostly out of literature but will also consist out of data from documentaries. In the
last part, the conclusion, the main research question will be answered on the basis of the research
outcomes.
Orientalism & Postcolonialism in Eastern Europe:
The literature of authors and thinkers as Said, Kuus, Sidaway, Kramsch and Todorova will be used
to frame Eastern Europe in terms of the ‘other’ and how a certain concept of postcolonialism can
be projected on Eastern Europe. For this section, a literature study will be done, in which I
connect the several ideas to this particular region. In this section I will thus concentrate on
Eastern Europe as a whole.
ENP:
In this section, there will also be done a literature study. The ENP will be viewed from the EUperspective (policy documents, statements, speeches, etc.) and from a critical perspective
through academic literature from authors as v. Houtum, Kramsch, Smith, Bialasiewicz, Dimitrova
and O’Dowd.
Transnistria:
To come and understand the situation in Transnistria, I will first read the available literature, but
next to this I will also analyse valuable other visual data, namely documentaries. To be able to see
if the EU has influence on this region through the ENP, I will analyse the ENP’s pursuits in
Transnistria and the most important proceedings will be highlighted in this thesis.
Conclusion:
With the results of the research done in the sections above, I will draw my conclusions about;
How is the EU trying to have postcolonial influence on the Russian military presence in
Transnistria with the ENP? There will also be a brief remark on the current situation in the EU in
relation to possible future engagement in the Eastern Neighbourhood. Furthermore I will give my
own view on the whole situation and on the thesis process.
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4. Orientalism & Postcolonialism in Eastern
Europe
This ‘theoretical’ chapter will go deeply into the concepts of orientalism and postcolonialism as
stated in the previous chapters and will explain why these concepts are influential in this
research. From a general approach, these concepts will be approached through an Eastern
European perspective.
4.1 Orientalism as a Western style for dominating, restructuring, and having authority over the
Orient.
To be able to come to understand why and how there exists an orient and an occident in Europe,
it is important to acknowledge first that Orientalism is actually everywhere. In his book
Orientalism, E. Said (1978) sees the Islamic Orient as the centre of attention because of his own
personal dimension. Said grew up in two British colonies (Palestine and Egypt) and the United
States and therefore sees himself as an Oriental as he was in the middle of it; growing up in the
East (orient), while his education has been Western (occident). While Said refers with East namely
to the Middle East and with the West to American (and British-French) territories, I will refer with
East to Eastern Europe and the West to the EU (namely from my own, Dutch, perspective). To this
difference, you can already derive how come Orientalism is actually everywhere. It depends
entirely on where you grew up and therefore, which cultural identity you have. As I was born in
the Netherlands, just before the Soviet Union fell apart, I grew up in a post-cold war period inside
the EU, who was at that time (1993) busy with setting up criteria for countries to be allowed to
join the EU. These criteria comprised of various economic, social and political values to which
potential member states had to live up to, in order for the EU to strengthen its super state with
economic, social and political stable countries unlike weakening it with countries that do not
share these ‘European’ values (M. Kuus, 2004). In that time, former Soviet Republics, who were
hidden behind the Iron Curtain for almost 50 years, opened up to the capitalist world and
declared themselves independent with states that were based on democratic values and wanted
to seek support from the west. After a long history of little interference with each other, the
western part started to see the eastern part of Europe as his orient, a geographical space it could
dominate, restructure and have authority over. This will however be discussed in paragraph 4.2.
4.1.1 The difference between Orient and Occident
An important notion here is that Orientalism is about a relationship between the orient on one
side, and the occident on the other, also known as ‘them’ and ‘us’. According to Said, this
relationship: ‘… is a relationship of power, of domination, of varying degrees of a complex
hegemony’ (1978, p. 5). So it can be understood that everywhere there is a case of a powerrelationship, there is a ‘them’ and ‘us’. A condition for this however, is that the ‘us’ and ‘them’
contain some sort of cultural entity with own shared standards and values on which the otherness
towards each other is based. The occident, however is not aware of the actual cultural values of
the orient, but at least knows they are different than his own. And with different, the estimation
of inferior pops up. The occident‘s cultural values are therefore assessed as superior to the rather
unknown cultural values of the orient. For this to arise there needs to be an awareness of the
existence of each other and from that point on, a relationship between two cultural entities
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evolves and is focussed on increasing the feeling of ‘us’ and ‘them’. The actual cultural differences
will be made clear and will be strengthened through art and education. The occident tells its
people what the orient exists of or at least shows what it is not; they actually make their own
representation of the orient and by doing so, legitimize a certain superior feeling over the orient.
Said states the following about this:
‘We must take seriously Vico’s great observation that men make their own history, that
what they can know is what they have made, and extend it to geography: as both
geographical and cultural entities – to say nothing of historical entities – such locales,
region, geographical sectors as “Orient” and “Occident” are man-made’ (1978, p. 4-5).
Because Said already considered the occident as the West, he continues: ‘therefore as much as
the West itself, the Orient is an idea that has a history and a tradition of thought, imagery, and
vocabulary that have given it reality and presence in and for the West’ (1978, p. 5). This dealing
with the orient started, according to Said, in the late eighteenth century, when people really
started to see the Orient: ‘… by making statements about it, authorizing views of it, describing it,
by teaching it, settling it, ruling over it: in short, Orientalism as a Western style for dominating,
restructuring, and having authority over the Orient’ (1978, p. 3). I think the description that is
given by M. Buchowski recites what the orient is: ‘The Orient as such exists and real people live in
the region concerned, but the European representation of these people is a typical cultural
creation that enables those powerful to legitimize their domination over those subjugated and
conquered’ (2006, p. 463).
4.1.2 The history of my Orient
It is quite likely that for Dutch people in the eighteenth century, the Orient consisted of, if we
follow Said’s theory, the cultures that were found in Dutch colonies, which were largely acquired
during the Dutch Golden Age in the seventeenth century. For this historical section, however, it is
not needed to elaborate further on in the interest of this thesis. But when after two world wars in
de first half of the twentieth century the EU was set up, a lot of colonies were decolonized and
declared themselves independent. This applies to more European countries that had the rule over
oriental colonies. When in 1945 the Germans were defeated, this resulted in a major power shift
on the European mainland, namely, it was divided into two Europe’s; a capitalist one and a
communistic one. The capitalist part was driven by the United States of America, the liberators of
Western Europe, and the, at that time (1958), newly set up EU. The communist, or non-capitalist,
part was driven by the USSR, who can be labelled as the liberators of Eastern Europe. This
situation is also known as the Cold War. After being able to defeat the national-socialism of Hitler,
Europe had to overcome a far worse totalitarian threat in the form of Stalin and communism. The
second part of the twentieth century in the western part of Europe, therefore, stood for
recognizing Eastern Europe as an enemy, a region where people were living in subordinated
circumstances. The threat of the outburst of a devastating nuclear war was probably the reason
why it never came to an outburst. In that time, a lot of western propaganda suggested that
(western) European countries had to unite and to this extent, the establishment of what later
became the EU was desirable among these countries. As an example, I found this image (image
4.1: Map by R. M. Chapin, Jr., in Time, March 10, 1952), which shows how Stalin and his Red Army
were supposed to be looking at Western Europe with the aim of marching in. Images like this one
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would automatically remember people
in Western Europe of the existing
threat that lay behind the Iron Curtain.
But then, in December 1991, after
years of an increasing deterioration
(for example: first demonstrations in
Baltic States in 1987, the Berlin Wall in
1989 and the independence of Soviet
Baltic States in 1990), the Soviet Union
fell apart.

Image 4.1 ‘Europe from Moscow’, source: http://www.learnnc.org

4.2 Orientalism in Eastern Europe
The fall of the Soviet Union meant the second major power-shift on the European mainland in a
mere 40 years and resulted in Eastern Europe being seen as the other. The USSR had existed out
of different Soviet republics with Soviet Russia as its driving and predominant force. This thus
changed dramatically and according to L. J. Cook, these former Soviet republics were in a state of
crisis, and therefore asked for assistance from Western European countries (the EU):
‘For post-communist states and societies, a great deal was at stake. Communist-era social
sectors were fully administered and financed by states, which had eliminated markets and
alternative resources of social provision. State-funded social services such as health and
education, although comparatively of low quality, were nearly universally available. Social
insurance, subsidized housing, and myriad other benefits and transfer payments were
provided to broad populations and privileged groups. Communist welfare states faced
high demand, and they were chronically underfinanced’ (2007, p. 1).
This situation was quite ideal for the western, capitalist countries, because, as it is stated by O. T.
Kramsch (2002), the world is divided in two parts; the capitalist and the non-capitalist. There has
been an ever-shifting in- and outside concerning the capitalist political economy and according to
Luxemburg (1968); capitalism is the first type of economy that needs other economic systems to
exist (O. T. Kramsch, 2002). Therefore it is necessary for capitalist zones to: ‘… project itself,
vampire-like, into relations with non-capitalist zones of the world economy in order to continue
realising surplus value through accumulation’ (O. T. Kramsch, 2002, p. 171). From 1991 and on,
the western countries were able to see the eastern part of Europe as their orient, a geographical
space it could dominate, restructure and have authority over.
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4.2.1 EU and Eastern Europe as Occident and Orient
The rather unstable situation in the former Soviet Republics ensured the western European
countries to see them as subordinated and maybe even backwardness, or as A. Smith suggest:
‘ ‘interrupted’ by the experience of communism’ (2002, p. 648). With those former Soviet
Republics I do not include Russia itself, because this country is seen apart from Eastern Europe
(and even Europe) in this thesis. This has to do with my own education and growing up in the EU,
whereby I have taken it as a fact that Russia still is something of an international competitor of
the EU. Explaining this from an historical perspective, I will quote V. Baranovsky, who stated the
following about Russia’s status after the Cold War:
‘Thus, Russia was both politically and psychologically ready to join the club of the
international elite and to be recognized as a fully fledged participant of the emerging panEuropean pattern that was to replace the bipolar organization of the continent. Such
hopes, however, did not last lang. Explanations differ as to what extent this was due to
the initial excesses of the post-Cold War euphoria or, alternatively, to the mishandling of
the emerging issues by various major international actors, including (or even beginning
with) Russia itself. But one thing is obvious: in many respects Russia feels less at ease with
Europe today than it did ten years ago’(2002, p. 447).
The former Soviet Republics that remained in Eastern Europe are: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Belarus, Ukraine, Moldova, Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan. While Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan,
Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan were other former Soviet members, but they cannot be
considered as Eastern Europe, as they have their geographical location in Central Asia. Therefore,
they will not be discussed further in this thesis. There were however, other communist states
behind the Iron Curtain who were not officially part of the Soviet Union, but who had communist
regimes and were controlled by the central regime in Moscow. On the map below (image 4.2),
these countries are light orange-coloured.
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Image 4.2 Eastern Europe, Source: http://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bestand:Eastern-Europe-extended-map.svg

These countries were suddenly independent and had to transform their planned economies into
capitalist economies that are based upon supply and demand on free markets. To cut a long story
short, they had to adapt to the western world, and therefore Western Europe. The new orient,
Eastern Europe, was different from other orients Western Europe had (i.e. former colonies that
were widespread all over the world), because it was just next door. Compared to their western
neighbours, the eastern European countries were financially poor and people from these
countries wanted to move to Western Europe in search of labour. For many people in the EU,
people from Eastern Europe became people who came in to snatch their jobs for lower wages and
bring insecurity to their cities (K. van Heuckelom, 2009). Especially after decisions as the
abrogation of visa requirements for people from certain eastern European countries and the
admission of the majority of these countries as member states of the EU, led to further labour
migration. The image people of western European countries have about people from eastern
European countries is therefore often based upon experiences they had with migrants from East
Europe. These migrants have come from countries where they grew up under communist rule and
they do not share the same values as people who grew up under capitalist circumstances. The
most important thing concerning the difference with other, old-fashioned orients, is therefore the
way we came to know them. People from former colonies were viewed upon as the orient
because several cultural distinctions were made and highlighted with art and education, while
almost anyone never really experienced them. As regards to the new orient, a lot of the cultural
differences were made clear through several experiences people in western Europe had with
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migrants from eastern Europe who were actually living in western Europe. These migrants came
to search for work in the western world, which made their cultural background automatically
inferior to the western background, who were able to take care of themselves. On an economic
perspective, M. Todorova states that:
‘There is an overall consensus that eastern Europe has been lagging economically at least
since the sixteenth to seventeenth centuries and maybe as far back as the eleventh to
twelfth centuries, but in any case long before it was absorbed into the wider western
world market’ (2005, p. 146).
For the EU, these former communist states formed an ideal buffer zone between themselves and
Russia. These states were independent and sought for democratic forms of government and
wanted to adapt to a capitalist economic system. The EU could help and assist them with these
transformations and by doing so, significantly reduced the Russian influence in this region. M.
Kuus wrote the following about this: ‘It is readily acknowledged that Soviet influence was a kind of
colonialism, but there is much less willingness to examine Western policies toward East-Central
Europe in terms of postcoloniality’ (2004). This is, in my opinion, reasonably plausible as the EU
tried to get influence on the former Soviet ‘colonies’ in order to reduce Russia’s sphere of
influence in that region. This was further made clear by the fact several eastern countries became
EU member states in 2004. In paragraph 4.4 this will be discussed further.
4.2.2 Nesting Orientalism
Next to the existence of a relationship between East and West as Orient and Occident, there is
also a process of othering among the eastern European countries:
‘Ingrao (1999) points out that identity narratives in virtually all Eastern European states
frame the eastern border of that perticular state as the eastern border of Europe. By
emphasizing their European credentials, the accession countries seek to shift the
discursive border between Europe and Eastern Europe further east and to thereby move
themselves into Europe’ (Kuus, 2004, p. 479).
This was already defined by M. Bakic-Hayden (1995), who wrote about this phenomenon
occurring in the former Yugoslavia by stating:
‘The phenomenon of nesting orientalisms is evident in the former Yugoslavia and its
successor states where the designation of “other” has been appropriated and
manipulated by those who have themselves been designated as such in orientalist
discourse. Thus, while Europe as a whole has disparaged not only the orient “proper” but
also the parts of Europe that were under oriental Ottoman rule, Yugoslavs who reside in
areas that were formerly the Habsburg monarchy distinguish themselves from those in
areas formerly ruled by the Ottoman Empire, hence “improper”.’ (1995, p. 922).
As there was nesting orientalism among eastern countries, maybe the best way to explain this, is
that the eastern countries managed some sort of gradation, and: ‘... within this gradation, Central
Europe is closer to an idealized Europe than Eastern Europe, Eastern Europe is closer than Russia,
and so on’ (Kuus, 2004, p. 479). The above, thus tells us that among the eastern European
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countries themselves there was already some kind of expectation that countries who were
geographically closer to Western Europe, would be regarded as more European. It also shows
again that it is very difficult to define an Eastern Europe, or a Central-East Europe, or let alone
Europe, as Kuus states: ‘The concept of nesting orientalism captures the flexibility of the Europe /
non-Europe framework: not a single monolith but a malleable set of various internal Europes and
Easts which fit into and reinforce the discourse of Eastern Europe’ (2004, p. 479-480).
4.3 Postcolonialism as the new imperialism
Academic literature shows a variety of different, but related, meanings to the concept of
postcolonialism. In their introduction to a Postcolonial studies reader, Ashcroft et al. stated that
‘post-colonial theory’ came to being, ‘Once colonised peoples had cause to reflect on and express
the tension which ensued from this problematic and contested, but eventually vibrant and
powerful mixture of imperial language and local experience’ (1995, p. 1). It thus can be
considered as a result of colonialism and more importantly, (European) imperialism (Ashcroft et
al., 1995; Kuus, 2004). The interaction between the cultural practices of the indigenous people
and the cultural practices of the imperial ruler formed something what is called post-colonialism.
In this respect, it is called ‘something’, because it is such a broad concept. Ashcroft et al. defined
the post-colonial theory as follows:
‘Post-colonial theory involves discussion about experience of various kinds: migration,
slavery, suppression, resistance, representation, difference, race, gender, place, and
responses to the influential master discourses of imperial Europe such as history,
philosophy and linguistics, and the fundamental experiences of speaking and writing by
which all these come into being. None of these is ‘essentially’ post-colonial, but together
they form the complex fabric of the field’ (1995, p. 2).
To be able to elaborate a bit more on what post-colonialism represents, I will also cover some
other authors on this concept. According to A. McClintock: ‘Metaphorically, the term “postcolonialism” marks history as a series of stages along an epochal road form “the pre-colonial”, to
“the colonial”, to “the post-colonial” – an unbidden, if disavowed, commitment to linear time and
the idea of “development” ’ (1992, p. 85). P. Childs and P. Williams also elaborate on this aspect
of post-colonialism and referred to it as a period after colonialism, they point to a rather
important aspect by questioning: ‘... after whose colonialism? And after the end of which colonial
empire?’ (1997, p. 1). This aspect shows post-colonialism is a fairly old phenomenon which can be
applied on almost every historically referred nation, because as up to my knowledge, every
people has been under some sort of imperial (and often colonial) rule. We could, therefore, see
for example the Netherlands in post-colonial terms after the colonial rule of the Roman Empire,
or after the rule of the First French Empire. In this context it can be argued colonialism is some
kind of recurring cycle, in which the colonizer changes, but the colonized stays the same. As
history shows, a former colonized nation is amenable to a new external influence or even imperial
influence as it is colonized again. In this context, McClintock stated, ‘Colonialism returns at the
moment of its disappearance’ (1992, p. 86).
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Ashcroft et al. state this is also the case with post-colonialism as they say the following:
‘The development of new elites within independent societies, often buttressed by neocolonial institutions; the development of internal divisions based on racial, linguistic or
religious discriminations; the continuing unequal treatment of indigenous peoples in
settler/invader societies – all these testify to the fact that post-colonialism is a continuing
process of resistance and reconstruction’ (1995, p. 2).
This brings a new dimension to this concept, as it becomes a concept that is ever evolving, which
means the relation between the colonizer and the colonized will not stop existing and is still
developing, even if there is no longer any formal division between the colony and its imperial
power. This brings to light the cultural aspect of post-colonialism, as the cultural practices of both
the indigenous people and the imperial people have intertwined into a ‘new’ culture. This new
culture exists foremost out of the descriptions the colonial powers made of the colonized, as they
accepted these oriental descriptions as being true (Balagangadhara & Keppens, 2009).
In her article, The Angel of Progress: Pitfalls of the term Post-Colonialism, A. McClintock talks
about different types of colonization which have occurred in world history:
‘One might distinguish theoretically between a variety of forms of global domination.
Colonization involves direct territorial appropriation of another geo-political entity,
combined with forthright exploitation of its resources and labor, and systematic
interference in the capacity of the appropriated culture (itself not necessarily a
homogenous entity) to organize its dispensations of power. Internal colonization occurs
where the dominant part of a country treats a group or region as it might a foreign colony.
Imperial colonization, by extension, involves large-scale, territorial domination of the kind
that gave late Victorian Britain and the European “lords of humankind” control over 85%
of the earth…’ (1992, p. 88).
These different types of colonization, in most cases, have been followed up by different types of
decolonization, as the ‘undoing’ of colonization is called. Where there have been cases of deep
settler colonization, the colonizer tried to prevent itself from losing its colony which resulted in
the colony only being decolonized partly. For example, what happened in many colonies with a lot
of raw materials was that the former ruler still had control over economic issues in order to keep
benefiting financially from its former colony. The opposite happened in former colonies as
Canada, Australia, the United States and South Africa, who did not undergo decolonization at all,
because they received formal independence from their founding metropolitan country (A.
McClintock, 1992). These former colonies can all be categorized under post-colonialism, at least
to some extent. Another important notion that is made by A. McClintock is that a country that: ‘…
may be “post-colonial” with respect to their erstwhile European masters, they may not be “postcolonial” with respect to their new colonizing neighbours’ (1992, p. 90). According to McClintock,
it is not necessary to have colonies in order to be imperialistic and she sets the United States as an
example:
‘Since the 1940’s, the United State’s imperialism-without-colonies has taken a number of
distinct forms (military, political, economic and cultural) some concealed some half31

concealed. The power of US finance capital and huge multi-nationals to direct the flows of
capital, commodities, armaments and media information around the world can have an
impact as massive as any colonial regime. It is precisely the greater subtlety, innovation
and variety of these forms of imperialism that makes the historical rupture implied by the
term “post-colonial” especially unwarranted’ (1992, p. 89).
The concept of post-colonialism in an historical perspective can thus be seen in many different
ways. It is, according to McClintock, something what is actually everywhere and is a result of the
imperialistic approach of the colonizer. P. Childs and P. Williams pointed out a critique towards
this idea, which was argued by A. Ahmad, when he: ‘… goes on to accuse Anne McClintock of
inflating the term to such an extent that ‘all territorial aggressions ever undertaken in human
history’ are included under the same heading (post-colonialism), which, if true, would render the
term analytically useless’ (1997, p. 2).
4.3.1 Postcolonialism as a discourse
In this thesis, the main focus concerning post-colonialism will be on a cultural-theoretic
perspective instead of on the trans-historical perspective already described above. In the way I
see it; post-colonialism is a sort of imperialism which has next to a political and economic
dimension, also a cultural dimension. In other words, post-colonialism stands for extending ones
political, economic and cultural power over an ‘other’.
4.4 Postcolonialism in Eastern Europe
In respect to Eastern Europe, M. Kuus rightly stated: ‘… East-Central Europe differs from the
contexts on which most postcolonial theory is based’ (2004, p. 482). She sees two differences
between how post-colonial theory is normally applied and how it should be applied on eastern
Europe: ‘First, the double framing of Eastern Europe – not quite European but in Europe –
distances it both from (the idealized) Europe and from the Orient’ (2004, p. 482), and ‘Secondly,
Eastern Europe was not formally colonized by West European powers. Quite the contrary, the
Russian empire was itself a colonial power’ (2004, p. 482). The first difference makes it difficult in
terms of seeing Eastern Europe as the orient, especially when you consider the EU enlargement
from 2004 and 2007, when ‘oriental’ countries became member states. The second difference is a
very interesting one, and justifies the claim about post-colonialism being a never ending process.
If the eastern European countries are to be considered former Soviet colonies, they cannot be
considered post-colonial, as the Soviet Union’s imperialism is not seen as EU’s Europe in this
thesis. I see Russia (former Soviet heavyweight) as some sort of international competitor of the
EU. More interesting in this case, will be to see if and how the EU is making these Eastern
European countries post-colonial by extending its political, economic and cultural ‘power’ over
them. To be able to do this research in the designated time, I will focus on the Transnistria-region
in the Republic of Moldova. This country is situated on the borderlands of the EU and with the
ENP, the EU is trying to influence its neighbourhood. The main question concerning the use of this
policy towards eastern European non-member states is; can this influence be considered to be
post-colonial?
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5. European Neighbourhood Policy Expanding the EU without enlarging it
This chapter is about the theoretical framework which was set up by the EU in order to approach
its neighbouring countries. The first paragraph elaborates on why and how the EU set up this
framework and with which instruments it tries to reach its objective. The following paragraph
contains an enumeration of academic writings on this subject as it is a much described and
criticized framework. The third paragraph is about the ENP in relation to Eastern Europe and in
the last paragraph the specific instruments which are already developed for the Eastern
neighbourhood will be discussed. The chapter will give an answer on the question; why was the
ENP set up and how is it used to be influential on neighbouring (eastern) countries?
5.1 The European Union – guarding its neighbours
In 2004, the ENP was set up after the EU had enlarged itself with ten new eastern member states;
Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Slovakia and
Slovenia. Because this enlargement changed the external borders of the EU in such a drastic way,
the European Commission felt it was necessary to have a policy that was focussed primarily on
external relations with neighbouring countries. The ENP was thus set up: ‘with the objective of
avoiding the emergence of new dividing lines between the enlarged EU and our neighbours and
instead strengthening the prosperity, stability and security of all. It is based on the values of
democracy, rule of law and respect of human rights’ (website European Neighbourhood Policy,
2013). With this objective, the EU actually tells us that before this enlargement, there were
dividing lines between the EU and its neighbours. This relates back to the Cold War era in which
there has been a very visible dividing line with the Iron Curtain and of course the continuing
tensions between East and West, and as a result, the geographical imagination EU-citizens had of
Eastern Europe as the ‘enemy’.
Since 1991 this geographical imagination started to develop into an orientalist discourse, when
the western world began to see the Eastern European countries as the other. As already
described in paragraph 3.2, these former Soviet Republics developed a preference to move closer
to the EU when they became independent. As a result, the EU created three accession criteria,
also known as the Copenhagen criteria (1993), a candidate country has to meet in order to be
eligible to become an EU member state. In short:
‘Membership requires that the candidate country has achieved stability of institutions
guaranteeing democracy, the rule of law, human rights and respect for and protection of
minorities, the existence of a functioning market economy as well as the capacity to cope
with competitive pressure and market forces within the Union. Membership presupposes
the candidate’s ability to take on the obligations of membership including adherence to
the aims of political, economic and monetary union’ (Presidency conclusions, Copenhagen
European Council, 1993).
With the former Soviet Republics beginning their transformations on political and economic
grounds, it was impossible to foresee a so much desired early inclusion in the EU. The next
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excerpt out of the same document gives an explanation on why the EU ‘prevented’ new countries
to become member in a short time. ‘The Union’s capacity to absorb new members, while
maintaining the momentum of European integration, is also an important consideration in the
general interest of both the Union and the candidate countries’ (Presidency conclusions,
Copenhagen European Council, 1993). It was thus needed to run through a certain European
integration to ever be European enough to be even considered as a candidate country. This brings
us back to the thoughts of the likes of Kuus, Todorova and others who wrote about Eastern
Europe ‘as simultaneously in Europe and not yet European’ (Kuus, 2004, p. 473) and that ‘there is
an overall consensus that eastern Europe has been lagging economically at least since the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries…’ (Todorova, 2005, p. 146). It took another ten years before
the EU accepted eastern countries which had been behind the Iron Curtain for decades and had
finally adjusted to ‘European’ norms up to a level they became accepted as member states in
2004.
5.1.1 The impact of a shifting external border
The following image (5.1) shows how the external border of the EU shifted as a result of the
enlargement in 2004 and 2007 (with Romania and Bulgaria);

5.1: Shifting external borders, source: http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:EC-EU-enlargement_animation.gif

The external border of the EU had shifted dramatically in 12 years time and brought several
challenges in political, cultural, demographical, geographical and economic terms. The external
border is the clear dividing line between ‘them’ and ‘us’ and thus defines which territory is
European and which is not yet European (Kuus, 2004). The concept of nesting orientalism is also
of large influence in this respect, as a shifting of the external border of the EU for, let us say,
Romania between 1995 and 2004 made them less ‘East’ and more ‘West’. This also applies to
other eastern European countries that were suddenly placed inside ‘Europe’, while they have
already been in Europe forever. Referring to the shifting external borders as ‘suddenly’ is probably
a bit overdone, as these countries were already in ‘Western’ transformation before the USSR had
even collapsed: ‘… the European Commission established the Phare financial and technical
assistance aid program in 1989 to ‘assist’ the market transitions in Poland and Hungary’ (Smith,
2002, p. 651). So in some way, the admission to the EU must have been a relief for these
countries, as they were already trying to become ‘European’ for 15 years. The ‘Phare assistance
was later extended to most of the countries of Central Europe, and soon became the major form
of technical assistance to ECE …’ (Smith, 2002, p. 651). Overall, this eastern enlargement showed
other possible candidate member states it was possible to go all the way, if you were able to meet
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all the criteria. However, becoming part of the EU involves difficult challenges for both the
accession country and the EU in its entirety.
Next to the fact the EU is a supranational state which has the main objective of keeping the peace
in Europe, it is also based upon a capitalist market with democratic values. This includes a free
travel zone in almost all the member states, where a borderless Europe is created with the
Schengen Agreement. This framework provides for a visa free travel zone in the Schengen Area
and with the presence of a Single Market (L. O’Dowd, 2002), it changed the significance of the
internal borders. Instead of being a barrier, the internal borders transformed into bridges and as
L. O’Dowd states, this has had a great influence on the external border of the EU:
‘In addition, the abolition of internal border controls created a perceived need for
enhancing the barrier functions of the external EU border. Some of the strongest
advocates of the neo-liberal, ‘free market’ were among those most keen to strengthen
the external borders and control the free movement of labour across borders. The price of
enhancing the bridging role of internal EU borders seemed to be the strengthening of the
barrier functions of the external border’ (2002, p. 21).
By strengthening its external border, the EU protects its own economic and political space, but it
also isolates itself further from the rest of the world. This caused a rather large dilemma for the
EU, as its capitalist political economy asks for imperialism: ‘… capitalist political economy has been
historically defined by an ever-shifting ‘inside’ and ‘outside’ …‘ and ‘It is the particular ‘sickness’
of Western capitalism that it cannot remain content to operate within a circumscribed national
space …’ (Kramsch, 2010, p. 171). While on the other hand the external border of the EU had to
be strengthened to keep out ‘lesser developed’ economies which were still in the transition
period from their communist era. This whole situation is well explained by E. Balibar, when he
stated the following about the EU:
‘Officially defined as a confederation of independent states, each “carrying with itself”, as
it were, its own limits (and contributing to the establishment of “common limits”, just as,
according to the rules established by the Maastricht Treaty, each is contributing to the
establishment of a “common citizenship”), the European Union is in principle open to
indefinite expansion without pre-established limits, while leaving outside or “excluding”
some territories historically considered “European”. The member-states are subjecting
themselves voluntarily to some supra-national authorities, while maintaining completely
heterogeneous attitudes with respect to certain traditional “marks” of sovereignty
(monetary policy, military integration and alliances, border control, etc.). The EU is
therefore as much permeated or “invaded” by the world through its borders as it is
“protected” or “isolated” by them from the rest of the world’ (2009, p. 5-6).
To overcome this dilemma, the EU sees its external border region as a buffer zone, which
functions as a bridge between the eastern countries and the EU itself (O’Dowd, 2002). By seeing
the external border as a buffer zone, the territorial spaces on both sides of the border become
important.
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5.1.2 EU’s new buffer zone
When, with the admission of ten new member states in 2004 and another two in 2007, the
eastern buffer zone of the EU disappeared, it had to set up a new buffer zone on its external
border. But with those enlargements, according to Ö. Ü. Eriş:
‘… the EU lost its enthusiasm and will for continuing the enlargement process for several
reasons. First, the ongoing debate on the ‘limits of Europe’ has discouraged the EU from
further enlargement … Secondly, although with each enlargement, the number of
European non-member countries that qualify as potential member states decreases, the
remaining potential candidates for membership have more difficulty meeting the
conditions for accession than recently admitted countries, thus prolonging the whole
enlargement process…’ (2012, p. 244).
K. E. Smith (2005) also talks about the unwillingness of the EU to have an eastern expansion by
allowing no more Eastern European countries to become member of the Union and talks about
‘enlargement fatigue’. Other authors have also elaborated on this debate about ‘bounding the
European project’ and raising the question of where Europe ends or begins (J. Agnew, 2005),
which are also mentioned by Kramsch (2011), van Houtum (2008), Megan (2006) and Dimitrovova
(2012). With some candidate countries still in discussions about EU accession (at that time, 2003;
Bulgaria, Rumania, Croatia), the EU decided to roll out the ENP to act as a new buffer zone
between the ‘European’ space and the new neighbourhood which is ‘not well brought up’ (Kuus,
2004, p. 474) yet. The EU had already tried earlier to develop strategies concerning neighbouring
countries without letting them join the EU as a formal member state. These attempts, for
example an affiliate membership category or creating a ‘European Political Area’, were not
successful (Smith, 2005). Although, ‘they involved regular meetings at high levels on political
issues … they did not set up decision-making frameworks, but at best frameworks for
consultation’ (Smith, 2005, p. 762). However, ‘the ENP concentrates on developing bilateral
relations between the EU and individual countries, in an attempt to influence their internal and
external policies’ (Smith, 2005, p. 762).
5.1.3 ENP – Framework
The ENP builds, with its objective of ‘strengthening the prosperity, stability and security of all’, on
former enlargement processes, but within this policy there is no guarantee for accession to the
EU. Within this framework, the EU basically uses the criteria for accession from the Copenhagen
criteria (1993) for neighbouring countries to live up to in exchange for: ‘accession to the EU’s
internal market and participation in key EU policies and programmes, depending on their reforms
in supporting democracy, rule of law and market-oriented economy’ (S. Čvrljak, 2012, p. 800, on
Whitman and Wolff; The European Neighbourhood Policy in Perspective). The ENP is proposed to
16 countries, which have their border with the EU. These countries; Algeria, Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Belarus, Egypt, Georgia, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Moldova, Morocco, Palestine, Syria,
Tunisia and Ukriane, are thus ‘asked’ to try and live up to European standards and with this: ‘…
the EU has to solve its democracy versus stability dilemma, meaning it has to reconcile its
objectives of promoting democracy and human rights with the desire to cooperate with the often
authoritarian regimes’ (S. Čvrljak, 2012, p. 801) in these neighbouring countries. To handle this,
the ENP framework consists of several instruments with which the European Commission can
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monitor the progress of neighbouring countries in becoming a ‘ring of friends around the border
of the new enlarged EU’ (Dr. B. Ferrero-Waldner, 2004, press conference). In consultation with
the EU, a neighbouring country defines a set of priorities which will be translated into an Action
Plan. This plan covers a number of key areas that need specific action and consist of ‘… political
dialogue and reform; trade and measures preparing partners for gradually obtaining a stake in the
EU’s Internal Market; justice and home affairs; energy, transport, information society,
environment and research and innovation; and social policy and people-to-people contacts’
(Communication from the Commission, 2004, 373, p. 3). According to the European Commission:
‘Progress in meeting the agreed priorities will be monitored in the bodies established by
the Partnership and Cooperation Agreements of Association Agreements. The
Commission will report periodically on progress accomplished. On the basis of this
evaluation, the EU, together with partner countries, will review the content of the Action
Plans and decide on their adaptation and renewal. Decisions may also be taken, on this
basis, on the next step in the development of bilateral relations, including the possibility
of new contractual links. These could take the form of European Neighbourhood
Agreements whose scope would be defined in the light of progress in meeting the
priorities set out in the Action Plans’ (Communication from the Commission, 2004, 373, p.
3).
The progress in meeting the agreed priorities has already brought other contractual links that
arose from the overarching ENP, for example; the Eastern Partnership, the Union for the
Mediterranean, the Black Sea Synergy, and the Commission has decided to set up specific
programmes for both the Southern (SPRING) and Eastern (EAPIC) neighbouring countries in order
to allocate more financial support. According to Ö. Ü. Eriş (2012):
‘The EU also offered its neighbours the possibility of participating in various EU
programmes and several incentives such as intensified cultural co-operation, student and
professional exchange programmes, governance and human rights trainings, twinning
opportunities, prospect of integration into the European research area and the global
trading system’ (2012, p. 247).
The ENP further comprises of Strategy Papers, Country Reports, Progress Reports, European
Commission assistance programming documents and other relevant Commission documents. In
the progress of becoming a ‘good’ neighbour, the Action Plans signify what has to happen and on
which aspects the neighbouring country has to concentrate and Country and Progress Reports
show in what aspects there have been developments. The implementation of the APs is made
possible by the ENPI (European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument), which: ‘… provides
additional assistance and co-finances the actions of partner countries on the basis of partnerships
with the Commission’ (website EU; European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument, 2013).
With the money available from this instrument, the EU gives widespread opportunities to
neighbouring countries to participate in the ENP on the basis of political and economical terms.
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5.2 Views on the ENP
After almost a decade of EU’s neighbourhood policy, there has been written a lot about this
theoretical framework which proclaims to build a stable and secure setting among EU´s
neighbourhood. Several academic authors and journalists who have a special interest in the
geopolitics of the EU, have giving their thoughts on the ENP and a selection from these that our
considered to contribute in this research, will be discussed in this paragraph. F. Boedeltje and H.
van Houtum (2011) cited the following about the concept of ‘Europeanisation’, when they
discussed the ENP in their article Brussels is speaking: the Adverse Speech Geo-Politics of the
European Union towards its Neighbours: ‘Europeanisation is explained by the EU as a normative
process of sharing European values made concrete through policies of conditionality and
socialisation of neighbouring countries’ (2011, p. 130). For van Houtum and Boedeltje, the ENP
stands for making its neighbours more European by sharing the ‘European values’, because this is
the only way it is possible to create a stable and secure neighbourhood. By analysing EU
communication about the ENP (documents, speeches and policy communications) they found
interesting insights on the ENP, as with a speech given by former president of the European
Commission Romano Prodi in 2002:
‘Despite its friendly, inviting and relatively open character whereby the flexibility of the
framework leaves room in the sense that ‘each partner would need to consider whether
they are ready and able to adopt our standards and legislative models’, Prodi makes clear
that it is the European standards that prevail. ‘Sharing everything with the Union but
institutions’ clearly marks the border between the EU and the neighbour who can share
European values but is restricted from sharing institutions’ (2011, p. 134).
On one hand the EU is trying to get closer to their neighbouring countries, while on the other
hand they tell these same countries there is no guarantee to become an equivalent EU member
state, even though you are fitting yourself into the ‘European values’. Boedeltje and van Houtum
signalled also a ‘differentiation of interest’ in the neighbourhood framework, as the ENP’s
approach to Russia was very different from the approach it had towards Tunisia. Verheugen,
European Commissioner responsible for Enlargement and Action Plans, said the following at a
meeting in Moscow in October 2003: ‘Russia is of course much more than a neighbour, since it is a
strategic partner; its geography, its size and potential, and its role in world affairs make that our
relationship with Russia has developed into a far-going partnership’ (cited in Boedeltje and van
Houtum, 2011, p. 134). The same European Commissioner spoke about the ENP in Tunisia, a
couple of months later and stated about the ENP that it is: ‘necessary to ensure that the
neighbouring countries will take it on board’ (cited in Boedeltje and van Houtum, 2011, p. 135)
and that reforms through the ENP should lead to: ‘a status as close as economically and politically
feasible to the status of incoming members’ (cited in Boedeltje and van Houtum, 2011, p. 136).
This takes us to the ‘democracy versus stability dilemma’ (S. Čvrljak, 2012, p. 801), with which
Čvrljak tries to explain that different neighbours need a different type of approach. Boedeltje and
van Houtum translate this into four different types of neighbours: willing partners, passive
partners, reluctant partners and excluded partners, and foresee the ENP causing new issues:
‘Europe is increasingly re-created as a bounded political entity institutionalised through
hierarchical treaties and acts with friends, special friends, and reluctant, unwilling
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neighbours. In doing so, the EU faces a significant chance of alienating its neighbours and
damaging cultures and societies by asymmetrical imperial power-policies based on selfcreated values. Paradoxically then, ENP that was set up to create good neighbours, risks
producing what it wishes to protect from, angry neighbours’ (2011, p. 131).
The ‘differentiation of interest’ in the neighbourhood framework is also something K. E. Smith
discussed when she stated that there are actually two dimensions within the ENP; a southern and
an eastern one. They are both approached differently, because: ‘… the east European countries
are (reluctantly) seen as potential member states, while the Mediterranean countries have not
been considered eligible for EU membership’ (2005, p. 759). Smith also refers to the absence of
Russia within the ENP and said the following about this:
‘The self-exclusion of Russia relieves some awkward problems and poses new ones.
Arguably relations with this very large and rather touchy neighbour are on a different
plane from those with the other countries. But Russia’s relations with its ‘near abroad’ are
particularly sensitive, and the absence of Russia from the framework that is supposed to
address difficult cross-border issues leaves a large hole in the middle of the policy’ (2005,
p. 759).
With the ENP, the European Union is actually digging in former Soviet Republics, which can be
considered as Russia’s ‘near abroad’ and: ‘… the pursuit of closer relations with those states also
risks upsetting the EU’s relations with Russia’ (Smith, 2005, p. 760). This possible problematic
effect will be discussed further in chapter 6, which treats the case of Transnistria.
Furthermore, Smith talks about the absence of the possibility of becoming a member of the EU
despite if a country like Morocco or Lebanon is living up to the criteria of the ENP and stated there
is an overarching problem in: ‘the inherent ambiguity in the definition of ‘Europe’ – and therefore
of the membership and identity of the EU’ (2005, p. 769). In this respect, Boedeltje and van
Houtum also talked about this problem, as they stated that: ‘… the EU seems to consciously
produce a fuzzy space between inclusion and exclusion’ (2011, p. 142). This thus makes it very
hard for the participating ENP-countries to concentrate and trust upon ‘going all the way’ as the
EU only offers vague incentives as a reward. The reluctance of the EU to have a clear stance on
further enlargement is actually shadowed by the ENP, as this framework is ‘complementary to
enlargement’ (Kramsch, 2011, p. 202). Kramsch further elaborates on this, as he states that: ‘The
ambiguous nexus between enlargement and the neighbourhood remains as cloudy and
unresolved as ever on the “ENP frontier” ‘(2001, p. 202). C. Rumford stated that the ENP is some
sort of reminder for the EU to the fact it actually does not know where its European borders are;
‘The question of where Europe’s borders are to be found has, indeed become relevant
again in the context of Europe projecting its bordering processes beyond its formal limits,
visible in the EU’s deployement of Frontex patrols in the Mediterranean, its use of the
Neighbourhood Policy to develop borderlands on its eastern fringes, or the UK’s
preference for offshore and juxtaposed borders’ (L. Bialasiewicz et al., 2009, p. 84).
Boedeltje and van Houtum see, next to the ENP being an instrument for cross-border
cooperation, at the same time that the ENP is: ‘about bordering the EU and maintaining security
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within its own borders’ (2011, p. 124). As a consequence, this bordering policy is based upon
mistrust instead of on trust, which leads Boedeltje and van Houtum to state: ‘A relationship in
which help is offered out of mistrust is bound to reciprocally received by mistrust as well, making
the ENP in its origins a policy that is doomed to fail’ (2011, p. 124). This, with the assumption that
the EU regards is neighbouring states as less developed economically and thus making them
‘others’, makes up for a rather unstable fundament on which developing a relationship between
the EU and its neighbouring countries is made more difficult (Boedeltje & van Houtum, 2011).
L. O’Dowd and B. Dimitrovova think the establishment of the ENP: ‘... has brought into focus a
centuries-old interface between Western notions of the autonomy of civil society form the state,
and Eastern traditions of absolutist states where ‘civil society’ is extremely weak and dominated
by an all powerful state’ (2011, p. 178). They see the ENP as a framework that exports Western
models of society to the eastern neighbourhood and think this will be problematic:
‘On the one hand, there is no uniform view in the ‘West’ of the meaning, the role and
significance of ‘civil society’; on the other hand, in the ‘East’, and particularly in the
‘neighbourhood’ states, civil society is perceived to be weak both for deep historical
reasons and because of resistances, which derive from contemporary authoritarian states
and post-communist legacies’ (2011, p. 179).
O’Dowd and Dimitrovova also talked about the enlargement dilemma that comes forward from
the implementation of the ENP and think that: ‘the concept of ‘neighbourhood’ suggests that the
era of EU territorial expansion is coming to an end’ (2011, p. 180).
In her article, The uncertain state(s) of Europe, L. Bialasiewicz talked about the EU and the
European project as being an uncertain state, and already stated: ‘What is key to note is that the
EU’s ‘external dynamic’ is fundamentally reconfiguring political space at the Union’s borders and
well beyond, extending EU influence (both formally and informally) to an ever-expanding ‘ring of
friends’ (2008, p. 78). This again underlines a general thought many academic authors have about
the ENP, as it is a framework that asks a lot from participating countries concerning
transformations and adjustments to European values, also referred to as ‘Europeanisation’, while
these countries do not get any assurance of becoming a member on the medium or even long
term. With the ENPI (financial resources) these countries are seduced to adjust to the European
values which will create a stable and secure neighbourhood for the European Union. Another
aspect that is mentioned often by authors on this subject is the fuzziness of how the EU is
presenting itself.
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5.3 ENP in Moldova
As this thesis deals with the case of Transnistria, it is interesting to see how this region is
represented in the ENP and to figure this out, the Action Plan of the Republic of Moldova is
analysed. First, however a little introduction on the Republic of Moldova (image 5.3):

Image 5.3 Source: CIA, the World fact book, 2013

The Republic of Moldova is seen as one of the poorest countries in Europe and has a breakaway
region on its ‘territory’ in the form of Transnistria. In the country report from 2004, ‘the
Commission provides as assessment of bilateral relations between the Union and Moldova’ (ENP
Country report Moldova, 2004, p. 3). The relations between the EU and Moldova have their
fundament in the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement (PCA), which was signed in 1994 and
entered into force in 1998. The PCA covers several areas which can also be found in the later ENP
framework, such as economic co-operation, political dialogue and respect for human rights. It also
suggested that when Moldova showed progress in the transformation to a market oriented
economy, there would be ‘the possibility of beginning negotiations on the establishment of a free
trade area’ (2004, p. 3). Under the guise of the TACIS programme (Technical Assistance to the
Commonwealth of Independent States), the EU has provided a total of €253 million assistance
since 1991. This assistance comes within the already mentioned support from the EU to former
Soviet Republics to transform their economic systems to market oriented, capitalist, economies
(paragraph 3.2). Further assistance to Moldova was provided through macro-financial assistance,
the Food security Programme (FSP; addresses poverty and improves food security), European
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Initiative for Democracy and Human Rights (EIDHR) and the TACIS cross-border co-operation
(CBC) programme (Country report Moldova, 2004). For Moldova, the EU already foresaw an
important role for the ENP as Romania would become an EU member state in 2007. As Moldova
has its western border with Romania, this meant that Moldova would become an immediate
neighbour of the EU in 2007. The ENP would allow Moldova to benefit also from the inclusion of
Romania.
The country report continues about political issues, in which can be found that the Communist
Party had won the last parliamentary elections (in 2001) and that its leader, Vladimir Voronin, was
elected as President by the Parliament (Country report Moldova, 2004). ‘Human rights and
fundamental freedoms’ is the next part of the report, in which for example, the active and
independent media in Moldova is mentioned and the fact that Moldova took over the
chairmanship of the Ministerial Committee of the Council of Europe in May 2003. Also the fact
that Moldova abolished the death penalty in 1997 is mentioned in this respect. The next part of
the report is dedicated to ‘Transnistria’ and it gives a rather unwanted and worried image about
this separatist region of Moldova:
‘According to the OSCE (Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe), the human
rights situation in the separatist region is unsatisfactory. Right of minorities, in particular
language rights, are not respected. A small group of schools in Moldovan language
operate thanks to the efforts of the OSCE. Freedom of speech and diversity of opinion
have been continuously under attack. So have associations and political parties that were
not fully in line with the view of the ruling group. Transnistria is also frequently cited as a
hub for all kinds of illicit trafficking such as smuggling in arms, human beings, drugs’
(Country report, 2004, p. 10).
It goes on by stating that the Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) has
been trying to come to a solution for this conflict together with two other formal co-mediators,
Russia and Ukraine. Furthermore, ‘the EU recognises that a solution to this conflict is key to
enabling the country to develop into a stable and secure neighbour of the Union’ (2004, p. 10),
which makes it very clear that the ENP has to be the framework in which a solution for this
conflict will be achieved. In an economic aspect, this conflict is also hugely frustrating the EU and
its neighbouring country, as important power plants and the majority of the industrial sectors of
Moldova are located in Transnistria. The ever increasing foreign debt of the Transnistria region to,
in particular, the Russian gas producer Gazprom, can become a heavy burden on Moldova’s debt
problems. For the EU, ‘a key element in any effort to achieve a settlement relates to ensuring
Moldova’s control over its entire customs territory’ (2004, p. 11). A special paragraph is dedicated
to the presence of Russian ammunition, equipment and troops in Transnistria, of which the
withdrawal had to be completed (in line with Russia’s commitment at the OSCE Istanbul summit
in 1999) by the end of 2002. This deadline was postponed later, but still was not met by Russia.
Moldova was in 2004 already part of numerous global and regional organisations and this has
brought the OSCE being active in ‘Moldova with a permanent mission and it is particularly
engaged on the issue of a settlement in Transnistria’ (2004, p. 11).
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In the ‘Justice and Home Affairs’ section, the situation of border controls is discussed and in the
chapter about the economic and social situation, it comes forward that poverty is an acute
problem. Also the structural reforms and the progress towards a market oriented economy are
described in this chapter and it is concluded that state involvement is still extensive in the
national economy.
5.3.1 Action Plan
The EU has, together with Moldova, come up with no less than 80 actions for the Republic of
Moldova to work on in order to become a good neighbouring country of the EU. These actions are
subdivided under important pillars of policy and are listed below:
- Political dialogue and reform (democracy and the rule of law; human rights and
fundamental freedoms; co-operation on foreign and security policy, conflict prevention
and crisis management; regional cooperation),
- Co-operation for the settlement of the Transnistria conflict,
- Economic and social reforms and development (improve welfare; sustain growth,
consolidate public finance, and address the issue of public debt; functioning market
economy; regional and rural development; employment and social policy; sustainable
development),
- Movement of goods (customs; standards, technical regulations and conformity
assessment procedures; elimination of restrictions and streamlined administration;
sanitary and phytosanitary issues),
- Right of establishment and company law (company law; services; financial services),
- Movement of capital and current payments,
- Movement of persons, including movement of workers and co-ordination of social
security,
- Other key areas within trade-related issues, market and regulatory reform (taxation;
competition policy, intellectual and industrial property rights; public procurement;
statistics; financial control and related matters; enterprise policy),
- Cooperation in Justice and Home affairs (migration issues; border management; fight
against organised crime; drugs; money laundering financial and economic crime; police
and judicial co-operation),
- Transport, energy, telecommunications, environment, and Research, development and
innovation,
- People-to-people contacts (education, training and youth; culture and audio-visual
issues; civil society co-operation; cross-border and regional level co-operation; public
health).
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The actions have arisen out of some key priorities to which particular attention should be given by
the Republic of Moldova. The action plan says that, the level of ambition of the relationship will
depend on the degree of Moldova’s commitment to common values as well as its capacity to
implement jointly agreed priorities. These ‘individual priorities identified in the Action Plan aim to
be both ambitious and realistic, and formulated in a manner as precise and specific as possible…’
(COM (2004) 795 final 9-12-2004, p. 3). The priorities are listed below:
- sustained efforts towards a viable solution to the Transnistria conflict;
- further strengthening the stability and effectiveness of institutions guaranteeing
democracy and the rule of law; ensuring the democratic conduct of parliamentary elections
(February 2005) in Moldova in accordance with European standards;
- ensuring respect for the freedom of the media and the freedom of expression;
- further reinforcing administrative and judicial capacity;
- resuming cooperation with IFIs; implementing actions aimed at poverty reduction, to
strengthen private sector led growth and for fiscal sustainability;
- improving the investment climate through appropriate structural reforms aimed at
ensuring non-discriminatory, transparent and predictable business conditions and by the
fight against corruption;
- progress towards a system of efficient, comprehensive state border management on all
sectors of the Moldovan border including the Transnistrian sector;
- working towards the EU granting Autonomous Trade Preferences, by ensuring effective
control of the origin of goods from Moldova;
- stepping up the fight against organised crime, including trafficking in human beings;
- ensuring the efficient management of migratory flows, including initiating the process
towards conclusion of a readmission agreement between the European Commission and
Moldova.
For Moldova, there was a lot to do when the ENP commenced in 2004 and it is interesting to see if
the ENP has ‘transformed’ Moldova over the years and therefore, has made ‘a particular
contribution to stability and good governance in our immediate neighbourhood [and] to promote
a ring of well governed countries to the East of the European Union and on the borders of the
Mediterranean with whom we can enjoy close and cooperative relations’ (COM (2004) 795 final 912-2004, p. 2).
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5.3.2 Progress over the years
With the many progress reports (evaluation per year) on the implementation of the Action Plan
by Moldova, the EU monitored Moldova’s status. The year 2007 had some major developments
that are described by the EU as follows:
‘The 2007 local elections were generally well administered and voters were offered a
genuine choice. Legislation on parliamentary reform, political parties and local self
government was adopted, taking into account some international recommendations (of the
OSCE/ODIHR and the Council of Europe). Important steps were made to ensure respect of
human rights and fundamental freedoms. Moldova adopted several international (UN, ILO)
conventions in this field’ (Memo/08/212).
There were more developments in Moldova thanks to the implementation of the Action Plan as
good progress was made in most areas. For 2008 it was reported that Moldova and the EU signed
a Mobility Partnership to strengthen migration management. Also the adoption of important anticorruption laws was seen as significant progress. In this year (2008), the Moldovan economy
showed good signs, although the global financial crisis started to have an impact in the last
months of the year. Another important notion here is that bilateral trade with the EU increased to
€ 2.3 billion, which made the EU by far the largest trading partner of Moldova. It is also stated
that Moldova continued to cooperate with the EU on the Transnistria conflict as the EUBAM
mission (in place since 2005) was extended until November 2009. This border control mission, on
the Moldova-Ukraine border is a partnership that has arisen from collaboration within the ENP
and ensures transparent management on this border. This has led to Moldova amending its
legislation ‘… making it possible for economic operators from Transnistria, both with permanent
and temporary registration, to register in Chisinau and work on the basis of Moldovan laws and
regulations, thereby benefiting from access to international and EU trade preferences’ (Progress
Report Moldova 2007, SEC(2009) 399, p. 6). Furthermore, the EU has joined in formal settlement
talks in the Transnistria conflict in the so-called ‘5+2’ format. This format comprises of the OSCE,
Russia, Ukraine, Moldova and Transnistria as the ‘5’ main negotiators with the US and the EU
joining in the talks as the ‘+2’ observers.
Later Progress Reports speak of a new partnership within the ENP, as the European Commission
proposed an Eastern Partnership to the example of the Union for the Mediterranean, which works
as an extra dimension for southern neighbours. The Eastern Partnership should be an extra
dimension for collaboration between the EU and its eastern neighbours; Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Belarus, Georgia, Moldova and Ukraine. This partnership will provide for further in-depth
collaboration and is focussed on the southern neighbourhood countries only in order to have
more effects in the transformations to ‘European values’ in these countries. The EU-Moldova
relation came under pressure in 2009, when ‘... Moldova went through disputed elections. Street
riots met with serious violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms by the law
enforcement bodies, before repeat elections allowed a stable parliamentary majority to be
formed…’ (Progress Report Republic of Moldova 2009). After the appointment of a new
Government, the EU-Moldova relations returned to the same level as before. Further, some
progress was achieved in the areas of customs, sanitary and phytosanitary standards and financial
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services. Another achievement in 2009 was the accession of Moldova to the Energy Community
which was subject to, among other things, a more active engagement on the Transnistria issue.
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6. Transnistria – Nonexistent, but highly important…
This second to last chapter will describe the case of Transnistria, the break-away region in EU’s
neighbouring country Moldova. After an introduction on Transnistria; the longer and short term
history and the current status, paragraph 6.2 elaborates on the Russian militarization in
Transnistria. The reason for this and the consequences this had will be explained. This paragraph
will also dig deep into the arms trafficking which is allegedly something Transnistria is guilty of
and shows why Transnistria is a security issue for the EU. The last paragraph will explain why the
EU wants a solution for the Transnistria conflict.
6.1 From existence to current situation
Moldova and its breakaway region make up a very interesting geographical area, which has been,
historically speaking, a region of constant change and struggle of identities and territories (Herd,
2005). Basically, Moldova exists out of two parts; Bessarabia and Transnistria, and these have had
different histories up until 1940, when they were put together as the former Moldovan SSR.
Bessarabia has had a close history with Romania as it has almost always been a part of Romania in
previous periods and during the period of World War One. Transnistria in the meanwhile was
annexed by the Russian Empire in 1812 and also has a close history with Ukraine, as Transnistria
was, together with some areas of the Ukrainian SSR (Soviet Socialist Republics), formed into the
Moldovan Autonomous SSR (MASSR) in 1924 (N. Cojocaru, 2006). According to Skvortsova (cited
in Cojocaru, 2006, p. 263): ‘the creation of the MASSR was used as an argument by the Soviet
leadership to annex Bessarabia, which at that time belonged to the Romanian Kingdom’. When
this annexation found its way through in 1940, the Moldovan SSR was created. However, during
the Second World War, Bessarabia was reunited again with Romania until 1944, when the Soviet
Union re-annexed this region. From 1945 until the downfall of the Soviet Union, Soviet
propaganda had a free hand in the Moldovan Soviet Socialist Republic. According to a resident of
the MSSR: ‘Soviet propaganda had always implied that Bessarabians are capitalists, indolent
people who speak another language. This ideology was well indoctrinated in the psychology of
Transnistrian people and came to resemble enmity toward the Bessarabians Moldovans’
(interview in Druta, cited in Cojocaru, 2005, p. 263). During this Soviet period the economic
background of both regions was marked and this is nowadays still visible, as Transnistria was
developed into a centre of heavy industries with a military industrial complex and Bessarabia (as
the western part of Moldova) in a centre for agriculture (Herd in Cojocaru, 2005, p. 263).
According to N. Cojocaru:
‘The historical events that have had a major impact upon the region located in the eastern
part of the contemporary Republic of Moldova since 1792 – when the region was annexed
to the Russian Empire – greatly contributed and influenced the collective memory of the
population living in this region. The difference in historical heritage and the pasts of the two
MSSR regions, as well as the diversified ethnical structure of the local population,
determined the emergence of diametrically opposite sentiments towards the events after
1985’ (2005, p. 264).
This historical background gives people from either side a reasonable feeling that they are
different and an interesting aspect in this is the attempt of former Soviet Russia to ‘make’ the
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Moldovan SSR in which both separate regions had to form a united communist state. Cojocaru
writes that ‘Soviet propaganda promulgated the idea of a ‘Moldovan people’ with a ‘Moldovan’
language and culture, distinct from the Romanian one’ (2005, p. 263). The mentioned ‘Moldovan’
language is explained by Steven D. Roper, as he states that, ‘During the Soviet period, the
education system in Moldova was used as a means to ‘russify’ the indigenous titular population
through the use of Russian language as the principle means of instruction’ (2005, p. 503). This is
also backed up by Cojocaru, as she states that, ‘The ‘distinct characteristics’ of the residents of the
left bank of the Nistru River is based on the ‘identities’ fabricated under the Stalin project of denationalization and ‘Russification’, which also included large-scale expulsions, deportations and
ethnic cleansing’ (2006, p. 264-265). Prior to 1940, the Romanian government used education in
the same way in the acquired part of Moldova (Bessarabia) to encourage the Romanian language
and cultural aspects (Roper, 2005). Therefore, the Moldovan language and culture can be
considered as a mixture that was highly influenced by Romania (before 1940) and Soviet Russia
(after 1940, when the MSSR was founded). The Romanian influence is found in the western part
of Moldova in Bessarabia, as the Russian influence is found in the eastern part, Transnistria.
Next to these distinct ethno-national aspects, the divide in an agricultural focussed and an
industrial focussed region also had many effects on later events in this question. It is a large factor
in the current financially weak position of Moldova and with this, a reinforcing reason for the
persistent contradictions between Moldova and its break-away region Transnistria. As a result of
this historical perspective, the people from Transnistria tend to have a connection with former
Soviet allies, in particular Russia, while the Moldovan people tend to their western neighbour,
Romania. When Transnistria was developed into a centre for heavy industry and the other part of
Moldova was turned into a centre for agriculture, ‘the opposition between we, the Transnistrian
Moldovans’ and ‘they, the Bessarabian Moldovans’ evolved’ (Cojocaru, 2006, p. 263). As the
heavy industry in Transnistria led to a growing economy in this part of the MSSR it also led to a
feeling among the people in this region that they were important, or at least more important than
their western fellow countrymen. Transnistrians had the proud idea that it was ‘their’ people who
managed to develop such a strong economy in comparison to the economic situation in the rest
of the MSSR. This image is somewhat contested as: ‘many economic or political elites were
Russians from the eastern part of Soviet Moldavia, or in many cases even from outside the MSSR’
(Hill, 1977, quoted in Cojocaru, 2006, p. 264). For ethnic Moldovans it probably felt as they were
not of real importance, as ‘although Moldovans constituted the major ethnic group in the
territory, they were underrepresented in leading positions in industry, administration, party and
army’ (Troebst, 2004, quoted in Cojocaru, 2006, p. 264). Both Hill and Troebst show that many
Soviet influences were needed for the development of the heavy industries in Transnistria and
that this led to the domination of the former MSSR by the Transnistrian people. Maybe this was a
deliberate policy of the Soviet Union to make sure that the Bessarabian Moldovans were put
under Soviet control instead of seeking for influence from Romania. The growing economic
contradictions between Transnistria and the rest of the MSSR resulted in even stronger feelings of
difference among the Bessarabian Moldovans and the Transnistrian Moldovans. With the
development of heavy industry, there was also the construction of a military complex during the
Soviet period. This complex, situated in the north of Transnistria near Kolbasna (or Cobasna), was
used to store Russian ammunition in case of an urgent matter. In a documentary about arms
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trafficking in Moldova, it is stated that this complex held up to 42,000 tons of Russian ammunition
(documentary ‘Trafficking arms’, 2005). This should have been a good reason for the military
leaders of the Soviet Union to station the Soviet 14th Guards Army in Transnistria. The presence of
these military units in the region of Transnistria could have been another signal to the
Bessarabian Moldovans that Transnistria was the most important region in the MSSR.
On top of these divisive aspects there has always been a natural barrier between the two regions
in the form of the Nistru River (or Dniestr). This river runs from Ukraine through Moldova and
discharges into the Black Sea in Ukraine. It forms the natural border between Transnistria and the
rest of Moldova since the armed conflict in 1992.
6.1.1 Armed conflict in Transnistria
The increasing contradictions between Bessarabia and Transnistria were not visible on the surface
during the Soviet period, as both regions together formed the MSSR which was part of the Soviet
Union that started to fall apart in the late 1980s. This was also the case in the MSSR, when on 27th
of August in 1991 Moldova declared independence from the Soviet Union. However, this only
included the Bessarabian part of Moldova, whereas the Transnistrian region turned itself into the
Pridnestrovian Moldovian Soviet Socialist Republic (PMSSR) to remain part of the then still
existing Soviet Union. When the Soviet Union ceased to exist a couple of months later in
December 1991, the PMSSR changed to the Pridnestrovian Moldovian Republic (PMR) in order to
keep itself distanced from the already recognized independent Republic of Moldova. Igor
Smirnov, born on 23rd October 1941, was elected as the first president of the PMR, which is also
referred to as the Transnistrian Moldovan Republic (TMR) or as Transnistria. He began to ramp up
the tensions with Moldova by attacking police stations and other governmental organisations in
the near of Transnistria which were still loyal to Moldova. These tensions, together with the
political struggles with Moldova about the unrecognized declaration of independence of
Transnistria, escalated in a military conflict in March 1992. In his series of documentaries ‘Holiday
in the danger zone: Places that don’t exist’, Simon Reeve (2005) devotes an episode to
Transnistria, in which he states that the war broke out because after the collapse of the Soviet
Union, the western side (Bessarabia), wanted closer ties with neighbours to the West, as the
eastern side (Transnistria) wanted to retain close links with Ukraine and Russia. In this brief war,
which ended in July 1992, the Transnistrian people fought for the persistence of their selfdeclared independent state and the estimated number of deaths fluctuate between 1.000 (Herd,
2005) and 1.500 (Sanchez, 2009). Both parties agreed on a ceasefire-agreement which saw a
safety-zone arise on both sides of the Nistru River. This agreement was seen as a Transnistrian
victory, as Moldova failed to overthrow the self-declared independent Transnistria. This was
made highly possible by the presence of the former Soviet 14th Guards Army, which helped the
Transnistrian people to fight off the Moldovan army. The ceasefire-agreement turned the conflict
into a frozen one, which is still dragging on.
6.1.2 After the armed conflict
According to the Country Report of Moldova (2004), Transnistria has an estimated population of
600.000 of whom 40% are ethnic Moldovans and the remaining 60% are mainly ethnic Russians
and Ukrainians. Its territory covers some 3.567 square kilometres, which is about 11% of the
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territory of Moldova. Image 2.1 shows the geographical position of Transnistria among Moldova
and its other neighbouring countries.
As Sanchez wrote: ‘The TMR’s ruling elite is largely Russian (and) certain members came to the
TMR from senior positions in the Russian government, particularly the Russian parliament (the
‘Duma’ and the Russian Army)’ (2009, p. 158), it is not hard to imagine how much ‘unofficial’
support Transnistria got from Russia. Smirnov settled in Tiraspol (proclaimed capital of
Transnistria) and developed Transnistria in a non-existing country with its own government,
currency, army, police force, borders and other elements which actually indicate it as an
independent country. But since its self-declared independence in December 1991 it has not been
recognized as an international state by any other country in the world, even not by Russia, despite
of its clearly visible economic and military support. According to Herd, all political power in
Transnistria resides with the presidency, as: ‘the president appoints and dismisses all heads of
administration and ministers to the Cabinet of Ministers (which replaced the office of prime
minister, and is chaired by the president), and an indeterminate legal environment is maintained’
(2005, p. 4). The years after the military conflict, Transnistria kept seeking support from the East,
as Smirnov stated that Transnistria ‘is historically geared to the priority of ties with Russia and
Ukraine’ (cited in Herd, 2005, p. 4). While the frozen conflict stayed unresolved, Smirnov’s regime
could continue with installing the belief in the Transnistrian people that it surely was an
independent state. In her research about nationalism and identity creation in Transnistria,
Cojocaru had the opportunity to interview people who were living in Transnistria. She states that:
‘... it seems that the Transnistrian regime has succeeded in instilling loyalty and feelings of
belonging among the population. For most of the respondents, Transnistria is ‘a
multinational republic, regardless if it is not recognized’, because ‘the existence of a state
that has all the attributes of a state cannot be contested’ and ‘if Transnistria exists, there is
a reason for the existence of Transnistrian people’, too.’ (2006, p. 268).
S. D. Roper underlines this by writing that: ‘the issue of language and identity has been used
skillfully by the Transnistrian regime to maintain their power and prolong the conflict with
Moldova’ (2005, p. 509). In his article, The politicization of education: identity formation in
Moldova and Transnistria, Roper focuses on the event which saw the closure of Moldovan
language schools in Transnistria in 2004. In Transnistria, the Moldovan language has always been
taught using the Cyrillic alphabet, while there were a few schools where the Moldovan language
was being taught using the Latin alphabet. These schools were allowed to operate, but were
harassed by Transnistrian authorities. With the teaching of Moldovan language using the Latin
alphabet, the ethnic Moldovans in Transnistria still had their own identity, but when these schools
were closed in 2004 it had major consequences. According to Roper:
‘The closures touched on important issues of identity within both Moldova and
Transnistria and have had an enormous impact on negotiations between the two sides ...’
and that ‘these school closures will have a lasting influence on the subject matter of further
negotiations ...’ (2005, p. 509).
This language education conflict finally resulted in the EU imposing a travel ban on the
Transnistrian leadership which was later on also imposed by the United States. The Moldovan
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government announced economic sanctions to which the Transnistrian government responded by
obstructing freight trains passing through Transnistria on their way to Moldova (Roper, 2005).
Incidents like the one just described strengthened the further separation of the Moldovan and
Transnistrian identities and made it almost ‘logical’ that Transnistria was a self-declared and
unrecognized independent state.
With the presence of the heavy industries on its (unrecognized) territory, Transnistria was very
capable to be financially independent from Moldova, although Russia has had an ever growing
influence on economic and military grounds. As Herd points out:
‘Material aid for the Smirnov regime from the Russian government is reinforced by acts of
symbolic support by the governmental officials. To take one example, on 2 September
2004, PMR marked the 13th anniversary of secession from Moldova with Soviet songs, selfpraise and a military parade in Tiraspol. The parade featured “regular troops”, “border
guards”, militiamen, a rapid reaction force, and Russian Cossacks’ (2005, p. 5).
With the support of Russia, the Transnistria regime was able to develop a Soviet-style state with
communist characteristics. The largest business in Transnistria is the Sheriff Company which is run
by the president’s son. This company owns petrol stations, supermarkets, a construction
company, a mobile phone network and even a multi-million pound football stadium. In the
documentary by Simon Reeve, he states that people refer to Transnistria as “the Republic of
Sheriff” (2005). In this documentary it is further revealed that the Sheriff Company was started by
two former Soviet police officers and that almost all the people who have a higher position in the
company are members of the police force or have been officers in the former Soviet army (at
20.00 minutes, link: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u0I404gXbNg). In another documentary
about Transnistria from Xavier Deleu, the Sheriff Company is described as ‘a clan that secretly
controls the country’ (at 4.40 minutes, link: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7RB9U4_f9Ug).
Furthermore, this documentary shows a conversation between the cameraman and a
Transnistrian taxi driver. The taxi driver did not know that the camera was rolling and told the
following about president Smirnov and everyday life in Transnistria:
‘He knew what life was about. He ran a factory here. Then he ran the town council. When
the people elected him the first couple of years were fine, you know. Now they’re
privatising factories. And who’s buying them? The elite. Smirnov’s people. ... There are no
journalists who have freedom of speech. Nobody can speak out. I can’t. If I said something,
they could come for me tomorrow and take me where no one would find me. And no one
would complain. No one has any rights here. No, not here’ (at 5.00, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7RB9U4_f9Ug).
A side note here is that the background of the taxi driver is unknown. Another conversation took
place with the principal of a Moldovan school which was closed in 2004. The principal is an ethnic
Moldovan who is still living in Transnistria. He also talks about the situation in Transnistria and
says the following:
‘ I’m afraid. People are afraid. It’s a dictatorship. You know why I compared North Korea
with Transnistria? Because the power is passed from the father to son. Isn’t it the same
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with us? Smirnov and his sons. And his whole family. We have the elections coming. The
elections to the Supreme Soviet. I know for sure, I was told, that Smirnov, his sons and his
whole family are as good as elected to the Transnistrian Supreme Soviet. So it’s a clan. Yes,
it’s a family clan. Our republic is the Smirnov republic. And it’s the same with our defence. I
mean munitions, of course. The arms industry… North Korea is getting ready to make a
nuclear bomb of its own. We have the Kolbasna stockpile’ (at 7.40, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7RB9U4_f9Ug).
This again, makes clear how the little break-away region of Moldova was ruled by Smirnov after
the military conflict. But things changed on the political stage in 2005 when legislative elections
took place. Smirnov’s party, Respublika, was overtaken by a public movement named Obnovlenie,
which means ‘Renewal’ and this Renewal party became the most influential political entity in the
parliament of the TMR. Yevgenii Shevchuk, the 37-year-old leader of Obnovlenie was elected as
chairman of the Supreme Soviet of Transnistria and according to Korobov and Byanov:
‘The election of Shevchuk was viewed with great interest in the West and in neighbouring
countries. The Moldovan president, Vladimir Voronin, identified him as a figure with a
promising future; in Ukraine Shevchuk was considered to be pro-Ukrainian, and in Russia
there was some irritation at his election’ (2006, p. 523).
Something changed, but according to V. Martynov, a Transnistrian author, Obnovlenie should be
seen as the ‘political wing’ of the Sheriff Company (cited in Korobov and Byanov, 2006, p. 520).
Therefore, the renewal that this Obnovlenie party suggests can be questioned. In the article by
Korobov and Byanov it is stated that:
‘The first steps of the newly elected SS PMR (Soviet Supreme Prednestrovian Moldovian
Republic) show that it has chosen the tactic of merging the active part of the ‘old guard’
with the ‘new business elite’ ... This would represent a broader shift towards a
parliamentary-presidential republic within which Obnovlenie (that is, Sheriff) would be able
to control all branches of power’ (2006, p. 526).
6.1.3 A new president
In 2011, there was probably a real political change as Smirnov lost the presidential elections
against Yevgenii Shevchuk, the former chairman of the SS PMR. Shevchuk had resigned from the
Obnovlenie party and decided to run for president as an independent. Calus and Oleksy (2013)
state that Shevchuk ‘has focused most of his efforts on the economy during his first year in office’
and that his primary goal lies with reducing the corruption. It is stated that:
‘In little over 20 years of its existence, Transnistria has seen a new class of people emerging
within its society; those who are closely connected to the state apparatus. These officials
enjoyed a luxurious lifestyle and preyed on small businesses. They controlled the customs
and borders agencies and facilitated smuggling. Igor Smirnov, the former president, didn’t
try to stop these practices in any way as he believed the stability of his government was
dependent upon the existing system. Thus, Shevchuk’s new government simply had to
declare war on its own administration and the country’s top officials’ (Calus and Oleksy,
2013).
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This is exactly what Shevchuk did and it has already resulted in little political conflicts between
Shevchuk and his parliament, in which Obnovlenie still holds the majority of the seats. At least, it
is a start to change.
Furthermore, Shevchuk changed his foreign policy which resulted in several agreements with
Moldova and the EU. An important change here was made with a new agreement on the 5+2
negotiation format at a summit in April 2012. Calus and Oleksy state that:
‘According to this agreement, Moldova accepted the equal status of Transnistria in the
negotiations process. In the past, Moldova had argued that it was unacceptable that an
unrecognised state and a separatist region could be treated on equal terms. In return,
Tiraspol agreed to grant equal status to all the other participants of the negotiations, which
infuriated the Russian side. Up to that point, Russia and Ukraine, acting as guarantors of the
negotiations process, enjoyed more rights than the EU or the US’ (2013).
All in all a very promising new state of affairs, with the side note that the Kremlin decided to
create a new position in the form of the Russian Special Representative for Transnistria. This
Russian representative and other Russian officials have since ‘made a strong presence in Tiraspol,
having a visible influence on Transnistrian foreign policy’ (Calus and Oleksy, 2013). The foreign
policy’s biggest priority seems to be the economic and political integration with the Russian
Customs Union, and according to Calus and Oleksy, this: ‘has disappointed both Moldova and the
EU who expected the new leadership to bring about a serious breakthrough in the negotiation
process’ (2013). According to these two authors, it is actually quite logical that Transnistria is
obedient to the former Soviet Union, as ‘being economically fully dependent on Russia, the quasistate would most probably not be able to survive even a month without Russian support’ (2013).
6.2 Russian militarization in Transnistria
In the Transnistrian conflict, the presence of Russian military has been and still is highly
influential. As a remainder of the Soviet era, the 14th Guards Army was essential for the
Transnistrian army to overcome the Moldovan army during the armed conflict in 1992. One of the
main reasons for the presence of the Russian military in Transnistria is the Kolbasna weapons
stockpile, ‘which was considered one of the largest in whole Europe during the Cold War’ (F.
Buttin, 2007, p. 17). The amount of weaponry in this stockpile is debatable, as sources name
different amounts. According to a Washington Post article of December 2003: ‘the Kolbasna
facility – Europe’s largest weapons storage facility – still contains some 50,000 tons of Soviet
artillery shells, assault rifles, mines, and shoulder-fired anti-aircraft missiles’ (A. Kliment, 2005, p.
72). In the documentary about arms trafficking in Transnitria by X. Deleu, it is stated that the
stockpile contains around 42,000 tons of conventional ammunition (at 9.30 minutes).
Furthermore, in this documentary, William Hill from the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe, states that the explosive power of the stockpile is ‘comparable to at least
two times the power of the bomb that levelled Hiroshima in 1945’ (at 9.40 minutes). In that case,
it is not surprising that Russia wants it to be protected by its own army and it is no coincidence
that the Soviet 14th Guards Army had to make sure the Transnistrian region was not overtaken by
Moldova in the armed conflict of 1992.
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After the armed conflict, Russia decided that their armed forces should remain as a peacekeeping
force to ensure there would not be a new armed conflict. As Moldova and their break-away
region agreed on a non-military zone on both sides of the Nistru River, the Moldovan borders
were protected by Moldovan police and military, while the Transnistrian borders were protected
by Transnistrian police and military of whom the largest part existed out of former Soviet troops.
Other Russian military troops were stationed in Transnistria as part of the Russian Operational
Group (ROG), to secure the Russian military equipment and property, probably in Kolbasna (A.
Skordas, 2005). From that time on the Russian military that is present in Transnistria can be seen
as the protector of the de facto state. While being protected by this military force, Smirnov was
able to ‘develop’ his break-away state without ever being recognized by any other country in the
world.
For the Western world, the unrecognized status of Transnistria with the protection of Russian
military, although Russia does not recognize Transnistria as an independent state either, means
this whole region is something of a ‘black hole’ for the EU and its neighbouring countries.
Numerous articles and documentaries report that because of the rather vague status, there is no
proper supervision on what is happening in the region. The trafficking of arms, the violation of
human rights, human trafficking and smuggling of all kinds of goods are supposed to be everyday
activities in Transnistria. Even the assistance, or at least not counteracting, to terrorist
organizations is something that pops up if you would dig into the Transnistrian conflict.
6.2.1 Security issue: Arms trafficking and production in Transnistria
In the documentary by X. Deleu about arms trafficking in Transnistria, there seems to be given
prove about the allegations of arms trafficking. Brian Johnson-Thomas, an arms-trafficking expert,
is seen in the video while he is trying to buy a small radio-active bomb from a certain Dmitiy Soin,
a former officer of the Transnistrian ministry of state security (at 4.00 minutes, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WIaA0k-7_NM). According to Sanchez, Dmitiy Soin is ‘the
leader of an ultra-radical youth movement’ and is ‘a member of the local MGB (Transnistria’s
intelligence service)’, while ‘he has an arrest warrant form Interpol’ (2009, p. 169). Furthermore,
Sanchez suggests in his article that ‘the weaponry that allegedly is being transferred abroad to
conflict zones in the Balkans, Chechnya, and in Africa comes from two sources: (1) it is produced
by Transnistrian factories and (2) it comes from Soviet-era weapon stockpiles’ (2009, p. 170).
Sanchez adds that ‘weapons trafficking is perhaps the most controversial issue regarding
Transnistria, mainly because of the lack of hard evidence regarding this dangerous activity’ (2009,
p. 170).
In Xavier Deleu’s documentary, there is a scene about the disappearance of weaponry from
Kolbasna since 1992, in which a former general of the Russian army is being interviewed about
weaponry that allegedly is no longer under the control of the Russian army. The general states:
‘I am saying that more than a hundred weapons out of the supposed number of 250 are not
under control of the armed forces of Russia. I do not know their location, I do not know
whether they have been destroyed or where they are stored or whether they are sold or
stolen. I do not know’ (at 0.30 minutes, link: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QqUyM4ic9w).
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The documentary then shows that the Russians and Transnistrians opened up military depots for
inspections in 2001 under pressure from the OSCE. In three years time, 20,000 tons of
ammunition that was stored in Transnistrian was either transported to Russia or destroyed. From
then on, everything that can be even linked with weaponry is officially registered and safely
secured in Transnistria. But according to the documentary, ‘we cannot be absolutely sure of this,
because the operation to transfer or destroy weapons is still going on...’ (at 1.30 minutes, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QqUyM4i-c9w). Furthermore, this video shows how an arms
control adviser from the OSCE, Bernard Aussedat, is denied entry to the Kolbasna depot while he
is actually allowed to inspect the weaponry depot. In the documentary by Simon Reeve, there is
also a scene in which Reeve tries to come close to the Kolbasna ‘secret Russian military base’, but
is held back by the ‘Transnistrian KGB’ (at 26.10 minutes, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Pt2p-6GwUbU). On the subject of arms trafficking and the
allegedly illegal production of arms in Transnistria, A. Kliment wrote the following in his article:
‘Industrial plants produce high-quality rolled steel and other exported industrial goods that
also have more sinister uses. In a recent report, Ceslav Ciobanu, the former Moldovan
ambassador to the United States, claims that Transnistrian arms factories and dual-use
facilities produce multiple-rocket systems, mortars, anti-tank grenade launchers, anti-tank
and anti-personnel mines, and submachine guns. Iuri Pintea of the Chisnau-based Institute
of Public Policy and Vladimir Orlov of the Moscow-based Center for Policy Studies have
argued in separate reports that these arms flow as far as Bulgaria, Iran, Iraq, Kurdistan,
Israel, Nagorna-Karabakh, and the former Yugoslavia, as well as to the arsenals of Islamist
groups in the Middle East. For terrorists, Orlov wrote in 2002, “[Transnistria] is the best
market they could find: cheap, efficient, and forgotten by the whole world”.’ (2005, p. 7273)
In Reeve’s documentary, a worker of a steel factory answers on a question about the rumour that
the factory is producing weapons, ‘we haven’t got time [to produce weapons]’ (at 17.20 minutes,
link: fickinghttp://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Pt2p-6GwUbU). In Xavier Deleu’s documentary
there is also a response from the Transnistrian side, in the form of military expert Vladimir
Kosmedichiev, on the presumption that Transnistria is still producing weapons. He says, ‘We had
some weapons made. We displayed them at the parade. Don’t think we’re trying to hide anything.
Those were copies, sort of, of Russian weapons’ (at 9.20 minutes, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QqUyM4i-c9w). He then went on to say, ‘We used to make
Mark II mortars. And to be completely frank, we’ve still got them now, rocket launch systems’ (at
9.40 minutes). When he was asked where the weapons were made, he answered, ‘You see, I’m
not authorised to discuss it. At our factories, of course. But it’s all over now. Those factories have
been reconfigured and no longer produce what they used to make’ (at 9.55 minutes). The
Transnistrian military expert adds, ‘If we need them, we’ll revamp them again. Those factories
have been privatised. They can’t produce shit. Please pardon my French! That said, if the war
begins anew, you can always take the director by the throat or whatever... But that’s my private
opinion’ (at 0.04 minutes, link: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WIaA0k-7_NM). In the same
video, Vladimir Antufeyev, the chief of Internal Security, states the following about the suspicion
of arms production and trafficking in Transnistria:
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‘Ukraine’s President Yushchenko, while attending the Ukrainian Assembly with its regional
representatives, called Transnistria “a smugglers’ black hole”. He claimed that we made
billion-dollar deals and that we had two factories making arms. He suggested those arms
were used to kill Ukrainian children. That’s pure rubbish. We don’t sell our arms to anyone.
We don’t have enough. Remember how Colin Powell waved a test tube with a supposed
poisonous substance at the UN? He brought that sample in a test tube and claimed it had
been made in Iraq. And it wasn’t true. It’s the same with us. Why not see us as allies, a nice
little state? We’re not bandits, that’s absurd’ (at 2.30 minutes, link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7RB9U4_f9Ug).
To be fair, according to all these articles and documentaries, at least something is happening in
Transnistria. Due to the presence of the Russian soldiers it is actually impossible to know what is
going on exactly. With the ENP, the EU is trying to make its neighbourhood stable and safe. But
with the situation in Transnistria still rolling on, this is not the case.
6.3 Why does the EU want a solution for this ‘conflict’?
As long as the Transnistria conflict remains unsolved, it is very likely that the Russian militarization
will also remain. As already described, the presence of Russian military troops is some sort of
precondition for Transnistria to exist. For Moldova and the EU this presence makes it impossible
to see what is going on exactly in this region. A logical consequence of this is that the EU and
Moldova see Transnistria as an unstable and unsecure region. In the meanwhile, the allegedly
illegal activities continue to take place and this rather dangerous region came closer to the EU
when Romania became an EU-member state in 2008. The issue about the illegal trafficking of
goods is therefore already a good reason for the EU to seek for a solution in this conflict. As long
as this conflict is unsolved, the EU just does not know what is happening on its borderland in
Moldova. It is highly likely that the illegal activities that take place in Transnistria have their effect
on illegal activities that take place in the EU itself. If Transnistria is trafficking weapons to different
parts of the world, these weapons can also end up in the EU and result in a less safe situation in
the EU itself. And if the weapons end up with terrorist-like or other unwanted militant
organisations it will probably result in more armed conflicts in the rest of the world which will also
not benefit the EU as it tries to act as a peacekeeper. This is the same with other illegal activities
such as human trafficking, which leads to illegal migration inside the EU, next to the violation of
human rights of these people. Many of this can be assigned to the fact that Moldova cannot have
control over its entire customs territory, as a large part of the border with Ukraine is actually
Transnistria’s border. With the EUBAM mission, Moldova tries to have more control on this aspect
with the support of the EU. All in all, the conflict in Transnistria gives this borderland an unsafe
and unstable image, which can only result in more trouble if it is not solved.
The economic perspective is another good reason for the EU to come to a solution in Transnistria.
As already described, Transnistria has most of the industrial structure of Moldova, but also some
important power plants, on its territory. Moldova has been dependent mainly on agriculture after
it had declared itself as an independent state in 1991 and as a result it is still regarded as the
poorest country in Europe nowadays. It looks as if Transnistria, which is about 10% the size of
Moldova, is benefitting solely from the industrial sector that supposed to serve whole Moldova,
including Transnistria. The conflict however, prevents this from happening.
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Another good reason for the EU to solve the Transnistria conflict is the ever existing struggle with
Russia. I mentioned earlier that it looks like the EU and Russia are international competitors who
both want to have influence on Transnistria. For the EU this influence is desirable to make its
neighbourhood more stable and safe, while for Russia, the influence in Transnistria is desirable
because it is one of the last territories so close to the EU it has influence on anyway. If Transnistria
decides it wants nothing more to do with Russia, the entire sphere of Russian influence will be
gone in this part of Europe in the space of a mere 20 years. To me, it looks like this is something
what is highly undesirable for Russia, as they have been supporting Transnistria financially,
politically and of course, military.
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7. Concluding remarks and reflection
This last chapter consists out of the concluding remarks regarding this research in the first
paragraph. The second paragraph elaborates on additional remarks and thought on Transnistria.
The last paragraph contains a reflection on this thesis as a whole.
7.1 EU postcolonialism in Transnistria
The first thing that is made clear by this thesis, is the fact that the whole Transnistria situation is a
difficult, but very interesting one. As it actually is a non-existent state because it is not recognized
by any country in the world, there is happening a lot in this break-away region in Moldova. For the
EU, Transnistria is a rather unstable and unsafe region which causes undesired confusion and
uncertainty in the neighbourhood. The EU is trying to stabilize and securitize its neighbourhood
with the ENP, which cannot directly be considered postcolonial, as it only tries to influence
Moldova politically, economic and culturally. In my opinion and as referred to in this thesis,
postcolonialism is something which has a deeper impact on the ‘other’ and is used for extending
ones political, economic and cultural power over the ‘other’. This is not the case with the ENP, as
this policy only leads to a more superficial influence of the EU. The most important cause of this is
that the ENP lacks the guarantee for the neighbouring countries to become an EU-member state.
If these neighbouring countries are thus not seen as future candidates to join the EU, why should
they completely adapt themselves to the EU? The most important adjustments that are asked by
the ENP are in terms of democracy, rule of law, market economy, human rights and fundamental
freedoms. These adjustments are all performed with the support of the EU, which makes it a fairly
easy story if you are already willing to adjust to a capitalist system, like most former Soviet
Republics after 1992. For these neighbouring countries, like Moldova, living up to the ENP has
become the highest achievable in terms of becoming ‘European’. This is because it looks like the
ENP was also created by the EU to overcome its enlargement fatigue. Without making the
promise that a country can become a member state, the EU is still trying to influence its political,
economic and cultural sectors. And in my opinion, this is exactly why those neighbouring states
will not do everything it takes to become more ‘European’. They will adapt to the ‘European’
values up to a certain moment, but this will not be on the level that the EU has power over, in this
case, Moldova.
In the Transnistria-case it also becomes evident that the ENP cannot be considered postcolonial,
because it looks like it does not have had much influence on the conflict up till now. This can also
be due to the fact Transnistria is still highly influenced by Russia, as they are very keen on
retaining their influence in this region. In Smirnov’s period as president from 1991 until 2011, the
EU entered into the so-called ‘5+2’ negotiations as an observer and started with the EUBAMmission on the border between Ukraine and Transnistria. It also imposed an EU-travel ban on the
Transnistrian leaders in 2004 as a measure for the closure of Moldovan language schools. Other
measures were taken on economic grounds with additional export taxes for Transnistrian goods
and even a temporary ban on exports from Transnistria into the EU or Moldova. The ENP has
certainly led to changes in this area, but particularly on the Moldovan side, which can be read in
the numerous annual progress reports of the ENP. The negotiations on the conflict with
Transnistria were not very satisfactory as the regime in Transnistria remained unmoved for a
solution. At the end of 2011 it suddenly seemed there was a change coming when Shevchuk was
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elected as the new president of Transnistria. He immediately began with trying to reduce the
corruption and changed the foreign policy. New agreements were made in the ‘5+2’ negotiation
format which would accelerate the process. Namely, all the participants were granted an equal
status, something which was not in Russia’s favour. All in all, it seemed that Shevchuk was
prepared to turn his attention more towards the EU, to the detriment of Russia. But Russia
responded with sending a Russian Special Representative for Transnistria, who, together with
other Russian officials, made a strong political presence in Transnistria. Moldova’s and EU’s hope
of Transnistria turning its attention towards ‘European values’ vanished as Transnistria’s foreign
policy was focussed again on its Russian protector.
In my opinion this clearly shows how Russia’s foreign policy concerning Transnistria is in fact
postcolonial. With its support to this region, it seems that Russia is extending its political,
economic and cultural power over Transnistria. This is acknowledged by Calus and Oleksy, who
correctly state that Transnistria is ‘economically fully dependent on Russia’ (2013). In my opinion
they are not only economically dependent, but also politically, culturally and of course in military
terms. Shevchuk tried to ‘renew’ the political power, which consisted of many former Soviet
officers and Russian officials, but apparently failed. With the support to Transnistria, Russia makes
sure that this unrecognized state is able to continue to exist and therefore feeds the cultural
feelings of ‘if Transnistria exists, there is a reason for the existence of Transnistrian people’
(Cojocaru, 2006, p. 268). The longer Transnistria exists, the more cultural value it will be given. In
military terms, Transnistria probably would have not existed without the support from Russia it
got in 1992 and after, when Russian troops remained as a peacekeeping force.
Speaking of the ENP as postcolonial in the case of Transnistria is probably a bit overdone. But the
foreign policy of Russia with regards to Transnistria can indeed be labelled as postcolonial as it is
obvious that Russia has economic, political and cultural power over Transnistria. However, it
should be noted that in that case, Transnistria has always been some sort of colony of Russia. The
weapons depot in Kolbasna is probably one of the most important reasons why Russia cannot let
Transnistria become more ‘European’ as there is also an international prestige at stake, if
Transnistria turns EU’s way. Namely, Transnistria is one of the last spheres of influences Russia
has on its borderland with the EU.
Postcolonialism may be found in a possible next step along the way of becoming more ‘European’,
namely if it is really possible for these neighbouring countries to become a member of the EU.
However, this is something the future will tell.
7.2 Other concluding remarks and thoughts on Transnistria
After this research, a lot of thoughts about this whole situation come to mind and one
overarching thought is that Transnistria is some sort of competition between Russia and the EU
on who will have the biggest influence in this region. At the moment it looks like a draw, with
Moldova seeking for European support and Transnistria still on the Russian side. In my opinion
this is very unlikely to change, as both regions have their different historical background and this
situation has already been rolling on for more than 20 years. A positive side on the conflict is that
it is hard to imagine how it can ever become an armed conflict again. This is due to the high level
of commitment both the EU and Russia have shown, that a new armed conflict in Transnistria
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between Moldova and Transnistria also sets the EU and Russia against each other in a military
conflict. This will eventually lead to a total war between the EU and Russia, which is very unlikely
to originate from such a ‘small’ conflict.
The attempts already made to come to a solution can also have had a counter effect for both
regions, in a way that it drove the people from Moldova and Transnistria only further apart. When
the historical backgrounds of both people are considered it is quite hard to see how they will ever
reunite again. Furthermore, the continuation of this situation will not have a positive effect as it
will only make people from Moldova feel more Moldovan and people from Transnistria feel more
Transnistrian. With the implementation of the ENP in Moldova, the EU is actually also guilty of this
process. Namely, the Moldovan people will become more ‘European’, as Moldova is seeking for
more support from the EU, which will put them further apart from the Transnistrian people, who
are on their turn, becoming more ‘Eastern’ or Russian.
7.3 Reflection
Before I finalize this thesis, I briefly want to reflect on this research. There are, of course, several
aspects that could have been done better, more efficient or just differently. To start with the
theoretical framework, it is obvious that many more is already written about orientalism and
postcolonialism. For my research, I tried to focus first on both theories in general and then
concentrate on how both concepts were connected with Eastern Europe. I should have
concentrated on the Eastern Europe aspect earlier in order to save valuable time. As regards to
how I set up the research, this could have been better defined in a way that I should have had
more time for my empirical section on Transnistria. As regards to the selected data, I should have
been much stricter on myself. Namely, during the process, even after I found all my data, I still
kept on searching for more academic literature and other data about Transnistria. Looking back
on this, only a few things I found later on were included in this research. I will just credit this to
the ever increasing curiosity of Transnistria I experienced during this research process. In a next
research process I will definitely do this in a different way. Being dependent on academic
literature and visual data may give you a certain freedom, but it is also a sort of barrier if it is hard
to find appropriate information. On top of this, it is, in my opinion, almost an insult to human
geography if you write about a certain geographical space while you have not been there yourself.
I think it is important to experience firsthand how a certain situation, in this case Transnistria, is
evolving. Unfortunately, in the relatively short period of writing this thesis I have not been able to
travel to Transnistria.
This brings us back to my introduction, in which I stated that I may not want to travel to certain
countries because, for example, a certain regime is ruling in those countries. But this is definitely
not the case with Transnistria, which I would love to visit and experience by firsthand, although it
actually is a non-existing country...

60

Literature list
B. Ashcroft, G. Griffiths, H. Tiffin, 1995, The post-colonial studies reader, Routledge: London and
New York.
M. Bakic-Hayden, 1995, Nesting Orientalisms: The case of former Yugoslavia, Slavic Review, 54:4,
p. 917-931
S. N. Balangadhara & M. Keppens, 2009, Interventions: international journal of Postcolonial
studies, 11:1, p. 50-68
E. Balibar, 2009, "Europe as borderland" Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, 27:2,
190 – 215
V. Baranovsky, 2002, International Affairs, volume 76 issue 3, p. 443-458
L. Bialasiewicz et al., 2009, Interventions in the new political geographies of the European
‘Neighbourhood’, Political Geography 28:2, p. 79-89
L. Bialasiewicz, 2008, The Uncertain State(s) of Europe?, European Urban and Regional Studies,
15:1, p. 71-82
F. Boedeltje & H. van Houtum, 2011, Brussels is speaking: the adverse speech geo-politics of the
European Union towards its Neighbours, Geopolitics, 16:1, p. 130-145
F. Buttin, 2007, A human security perspective on Transnistria reassessing the situation within the
“black hole of Europe”, Human Security Journal, 3, p. 13-28
K. Calus & P. Oleksy, 2013, Expectations and reality collide in Tiraspol, New Eastern Europe: a
quarterly journal of Central and Eastern European affairs, source
(http://www.neweasterneurope.eu/node/839) consulted first on 11-06-2013.
P. Childs & P. Williams, 1997, Introduction to Post-Colonial Theory, Prentice Hall & Harvester
Wheatsheaf, London.
N. Cojocaru, 2006, Nationalism and Identity in Transnistria, Innovation:The European Journal of
Social Science Research, 19:3-4, p. 261-272
L. J. Cook, 2007, Postcommunist welfare states: reform politics in Russia and Eastern Europe
(book), Cornell University, USA
S. Čvrljak, 2012, Društvena istraživanja (Social Research), p. 799-803, review on the book of
Richard G. Whitman and Stefan Wolff (Eds.): THE EUROPEAN NEIGHBOURHOOD POLICY IN
PERSPECTIVE Context, Implementation and Impact (2010), Palgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke
T. Diez, 2004, Europe's others and the return of geopolitics, Cambridge
Review of International Affairs, 17:2, 319-335
61

B. Dimitrovova, 2012, Imperial re-bordering of Europe: the case of the European Neighbourhood
Policy, Cambridge Review of International Affairs, 25:2, 249-267
Ö. Ü. Eriş, 2012, European Neighbourhood Policy as a tool for stabilizing Europe’s Neighbourhood,
Southeast European and Black Sea Studies, 12:2, p. 243-260
G. P. Herd, 2005, Moldova & the Dniestr Region: Contested past, frozen present, speculative
futures?, Conflict Studies Research Centre England
K. van Heuckelom, 2009, Zij kwamen uit het Oosten. Europa na de val van de muur, De leeswolf
15:9, p. 686-688
H. van Houtum, 2008, The war against unwanted immigration: EU’s border machine, Challenges
of Global Migration, EU and its Neighbourhood, p. 31-40, Kora: Ankara
A. Kliment, 2005, The Transnistrian Dilemma, SAIS review, 25:1, p. 71-73
V. Korobov & G. Byanov, 2006, The ‘Renewal’ of Transnistria, Journal of Communist Studies and
Transition Politics, 22:4, p. 517-528
L. Litra & N. Popescu, 2012, Transnistria: a bottom-up solution, Policy brief for European Council
on foreign relations (http://ecfr.eu/content/entry/transnistria_a_bottom_up_solution)
A. Magen, 2006. The shadow of enlargement: Can the European neighbourhood policy achieve
compliance? Colombia Journal of European Law 12, no. 2: 384–427
A. McClintock, 1992, The Angel of Progress: Pitfalls of the term “Post-Colonialism”, Social Text , no
31/32 Third World and Post-colonial Issues, p. 84-98.
L. O’Dowd & Bohdana Dimitrovova, 2011, Promoting civil society across the borders of the EU
Neighbourhood: Debates, Constraints and Opportunities, Geopolitics, 16:1, p. 176-192
L. O’Dowd, 2002, The Changing significance of European borders, Regional and Federal studies,
12:4, p. 13-36
S. D. Roper, 2005, The politicization of education: Identity formation in Moldova and Transnistria,
Communist and Post-Communist Studies, 38, p. 501-514.
J. D. Sidaway, 2000, Postcolonial geographies: an exploratory essay, Progress in Human
Geography, 24:4, p. 591-612.
A. Smith, 2002, Imagining geographies of the ‘new Europe’, Political Geography p. 647-670.
K. E. Smith, 2005, The outsiders: the European Neighbourhood Policy, International Affairs, 81:4,
p. 757-773
Achilles Skordas, 2005, Transnistria: another domino on Russia’s periphery?, Yale Journal of
International Affairs, p. 33-46

62

M. Todorova, 2005, The trap of backwardness: Modernity, Temporality, and the study of eastern
European nationalism, Slavic Review, 64:1, p. 140-164.
EU documents:
Presidency conclusions, Copenhagen European Council, 1993,
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/enlargement/ec/pdf/cop_en.pdf
Commission of the European Communities: COM (2004) 795 final 9-12-2004,
Country report Moldova: SEC (2004) 567 12-5-2004
Progress Report Republic of Moldova 2009: SEC (2012) 523 12-05-2010
Documentaries:
W. Daws & S. Reeve. 2005. BBC Holidays in the danger zone: Places that don’t Exist – Transdniestr.
United Kingdom: BBC. Link: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u0I404gXbNg
X. Deleu. 2005. Transnistria Trafficking Arms on Europe’s doorstep. France: Canal+. Link:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=O6kub-Ehbd4

63

